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Abstract of thesis entitled: 
Framing China: A Study of Selected American Newspapers， 
Coverage of the Hainan Crisis，2001 
This thesis, entitled "Framing China: A Study of Selected American Newspapers' 
Coverage of the Hainan Crisis, 2001," analyzed mainly with qualitative research 
methods the framing of China in the coverage of the Hainan Crisis of 2001 by two 
Washington-based newspapers, The Washington Post and The Washington Times. 
Unlike previous framing studies, which had a tendency to focus only on the coverage 
of elite newspapers, this thesis compared the framing of China in The Washington 
Post and The Washington Times which were chosen mainly because of their distinct 
differences in political inclinations. The Washington Times is known as an ardent 
supporter of the Republicans, whereas The Washington Post is known for its 
tendency to support the Democrats. 
In the study, the coverage of a Sino-American conflict, the Hainan Crisis, was 
sampled for a framing study to investigate if the two newspapers held similar or 
different frames of China during a crisis. A total of 211 articles, including news, 
commentaries and editorials, published during the period April 1, 2001 to May 31, 
2001 were analyzed mainly by conducting textual analyses in search of frames, and 
content analyses for providing an overview of the selected newspapers' coverage. 
The analyses showed that in the coverage of the Hainan Crisis, The Washington 
Times had a tendency to relate its coverage of the Hainan Crisis to China's military 
development and criticisms on Clinton administration's engagement policy in China 
- i i -
affairs, while The Washington Post had a tendency to relate the Hainan Crisis to 
China's political leadership and democratic development. Albeit these differences 
in framing China as the background information to the Hainan Crisis, the two 
newspapers were found to have shared strikingly similar frames in defending U.S. 
official position regarding the legitimacy of U.S. reconnaissance flights along the 
Chinese coast as shaped by the press releases of the U.S. Department of State, the 
White House and the Pentagon. In other words, as far as the coverage of the plane 
crash was concerned, the two newspapers were found to have offered little 
alternative information to their readers in areas such as China's challenges to U.S. 
legitimacy in conducting reconnaissance activities within its Exclusive Economic 
Zone and the applicability of the 1944 Chicago Convention in protecting the 
grounded U.S. navy plane. 
In short, while there is a common belief that diversity of media in a free society may 
overcome the limitations of framing, this study found that even two distinctly 
different newspapers in the U.S. had times of carrying converged frames which were 
shaped by official sources such as the State Department, the White House and the 
Pentagon. 
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Chapter 1. Introduction 
This thesis, as the title "Framing China: A Study of Selected American 
Newspapers' Coverage of the Hainan Crisis, 2001" suggests, will analyze two 
Washington-based newspapers The Washington Post's and The Washington 
Times ‘ coverage of the Hainan Crisis, 2001 in search of frames of China and 
the Hainan Crisis using mainly textual analyses supplemented by content 
analyses. 
In our understanding of U.S. media, diversity has often been taken for granted 
as we are always told that U.S. media are independent representing diverse 
views. However, is it true that diversity exists in the media landscape in the 
U.S.? This thesis has therefore sampled U.S. capital's two rivaled 
newspapers' - The Washington Times‘ and The Washington Post's - coverage 
of the Hainan Crisis 2001 for a case study of their frames on China and the 
Hainan Crisis in hope of answering the above question. 
Unlike previous framing studies which tended to focus only on the analysis of 
China frames in elite newspapers such as The New York Times or The 
Washington Post, this thesis will compare the framing of China in The 
Washington Post and The Washington Times, which were chosen because of 
their distinct differences in operational scales, reporting/editorial styles, 
readerships, and more importantly, their different political inclinations. 
Unlike China's party newspapers, The Washington Times and The Washington 
Post do not have clear affiliations with any political parties in Washington D.C. 
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Nevertheless, The Washington Times, being a conservative right-wing 
newspaper, is known for its ardent support to the Republicans, whereas The 
Washington Post, being one of the elite newspapers in the capital, is known for 
its Democrat-friendly position. The two newspapers have positioned 
themselves as rivals aiming to present diverse views to readers of the U.S. 
capital (Appendix 1). However, do the two newspapers always present 
diverse views for their readers in the capital? How about in time of a national 
crisis, such as the Hainan Crisis? 
The Hainan Crisis was chosen as the case for this study because it was a direct 
military-to-military international conflict between the U.S. and China which 
had caught the attention of both The Washington Post and The Washington 
Times. The two newspapers treated the crisis as a national crisis because a 
U.S. navy plane plus 24 U.S. crew members were detained by China after the 
plane collision and also because the crisis was read as the first foreign policy 
test for George W. Bush's handling of China, the rising Asian power. As a 
result of intense interest surrounding U.S. life at risk abroad, Sino-American 
military conflicts and the then new President's handling of China, the two 
selected newspapers had generated a total of 211 related articles during the two 
months following the plane crash on April 1，2001. The heavy load of texts 
generated during the Hainan Crisis plus the ambiguity surrounding the plane 
collision were therefore found to be a rich source for framing studies. 
In conducting the framing study, textual analyses were conducted. However, 
to give an overview of The Washington Post's and The Washington Times ‘ 
coverage of the Hainan Crisis, content analyses of all the 211 articles related to 
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the military plane collision collected during the period April 1, 2001 to May 31， 
2001 were first conducted. Textual analyses of the articles were then 
conducted in search of the two newspapers' frames of China and the Hainan 
Crisis for similarities or differences between the two newspapers' coverage of 
the crisis. 
Major findings of the content analyses showed that The Washington Post's 
coverage of the Hainan Crisis was mainly contributed by two foreign 
correspondents, whereas The Washington Times ‘ coverage was mainly 
contributed by two columnist-tumed-joumalists. The Washington Times was 
also found to have carried as much as 45% opinion articles in its coverage 
related to the Hainan Crisis whereas The Washington Post had carried as much 
as 78% news in its coverage of the crisis. The findings demonstrated the 
influences of operational backgrounds on the media texts produced even 
though no causal relations were established in this study. 
From the textual analyses conducted, it was found that in the coverage of the 
Hainan Crisis, The Washington Times had a tendency to relate its coverage of 
the crisis to China's military development and its criticisms on Clinton 
administration's "engagement policy" in China affairs; while The Washington 
Post had a tendency to relate the Hainan Crisis to China's political leadership 
and democratic development. Despite these differences in their foci in 
framing China as the background of the Hainan Crisis, the "China" framed by 
the two newspapers was largely negative in nature. Besides, the two 
newspapers were found to have shared similar frames in the coverage of the 
crisis itself, especially in defending U.S. official positions regarding the 
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legitimacy of U.S. reconnaissance flights along Chinese coast and the liability 
in the collision. In other words, as far as the coverage of the plane collision 
and the general picture of China were concerned, frames in the two newspapers 
had converged with a tendency to negate China and reflect U.S. official stances, 
offering little alternative information about China's challenge on U.S. 
legitimacy in conducting reconnaissance activities within China's exclusive 
economic zone and the applicability of the 1944 Chicago Convention in 
protecting the grounded U.S. navy plane. 
In short, while diversity has often been taken for granted in our understanding 
of U.S. media and we are often told that U.S. media are independent 
representing diverse views, this study found that even the two rivaled 
newspapers in the U.S. capital Washington D.C., The Washington Post and 
The Washington Times, had carried converged frames in negating China and 
defending U.S. official positions during the Hainan Crisis, despite they had 
also demonstrated a variation of foci due to operational and political 
differences. 
Theoretically, this study aims at contributing to the study of China frames in 
U.S. newspapers with a special interest on whether diverse frames exist in 
newspapers of different backgrounds. The study of China frames is not a new 
topic. However, despite repeated academic or non-academic discussions on 
the representation of China dating back to the time when the two countries first 
came into contact in early 19^ century, the understanding between the two 
peoples about each other's country seems to remain very limited and largely 
superficial. A review of the literature further affirms that the image of China 
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in American people's mind has remained more or less stagnant in the past fifty 
years despite China's opening after 1970s and the advancement in media 
technology and global news coverage. 
In view of the above, I suspect that the cause of the superficial understanding 
between people of the two countries lies more in how China is represented in 
the U.S. rather than how much about China has been told or studied in the 
U.S. That is to say, even though new technologies manage to bring American 
readers more information about China, especially during a Sino-American 
conflict when the exposure of China in the media peaked in the U.S., such a 
sudden increase in the information load may arouse more awareness about 
China in the U.S. but does not necessarily warrant more understanding about 
China. In fact, information about China during a Sino-American crisis, such 
as the Hainan Crisis, may ironically contribute to more misunderstanding 
instead of understanding between the two peoples as findings of this study may 
suggest. 
While we are always told that media in the U.S., unlike party newspapers in 
China, are owned privately by different companies and are presenting 
independent and diverse views to their readers, it will be a mistake to take it 
for granted that diversity exists at all times in U.S. media which may well be 
operating independently by different companies. As indicated by findings in 
this study, The Washington Times and The Washington Post have very 
different operational backgrounds and political inclinations. However, in 
their framing of China and the Hainan Crisis, the pictures presented to their 
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information contrasting U.S. official positions as presented by the State 
Department, the White House and the Pentagon. 
To conclude, although this thesis remains to be a case study on framing of 
China, the study of the two rivaled newspapers in Washington D.C.，The 
Washington Post and The Washington Times，found that the two newspapers 
which have distinctly different operational backgrounds and political 
inclinations do not necessarily carry diverse views during a national crisis such 
as the Hainan Crisis. They were not officially controlled by the U.S. 
government, however, they were rather monolithic in negating China and 
defending U.S. positions regarding the legitimacy of the U.S. reconnaissance 
activities within China's exclusive economic zone and that the U.S. should not 
be held liable for the plane collision, both of which were in fact grey areas 
open for disputes. In other words, while media diversity is often taken as a 
factor to overcome the limitation of media framing, this study suggests that 
diversity may not exist during a national crisis when frames on the opponent 
country tend to converge in line with official stances. 
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Chapter 2. Literature Review 
What Is Framing? 
Despite its many case studies and empirical outcomes, framing has been 
characterized as a "fractured" or "fragmented" paradigm with no uniform 
conceptual or operational definitions. 
The idea of framing was first introduced by sociologist Erving Goffinan in 
1974 to systematically explain how "we actively classify and organize our life 
experiences to make sense of them" (Goffman, 1974 p21). Goffman, 
however, is said to have credited anthropologist Gregory Bateson for 
originating the concept of "framing" (Clair, 1998). According to Bateson, a 
frame delimits “a class or a set of messages" (Bateson，1972 pi86) and it is 
specifically "involved in the evaluation of the message" (pi 88). Since then, 
there emerged various other definitions of framing or frames, such as, “a frame 
as a template or data structure that organizes various pieces of information" 
(Minsky 1975); a frame is the "central storyline that provides meaning" 
(Gamson and Modigliani, 1987 pi43) or "central organizing idea for making 
sense of relevant events and suggesting what is at issue" (Gamson and 
Modigliani, 1989 p57); framing as "the process by which a source defines the 
essential problem underlying a particular social or political issue and outlines a 
set of considerations purportedly relevant to that issue" (Nelson, et al. 1999) or 
"framing is the process by which a communication source...defines and 
constructs a political issue or public controversy" (Nelson, et al. 1999). 
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However, despite the many definitions of frames and framing, which arise with 
different approaches in the studies of frame applications and effects, framing 
remained "a scattered conceptualization" (Entman, 1993 p51), with previous 
studies lacking clear conceptual definitions and relying on context-specific 
rather than generally applicable operationalizations. "Research on framing is 
still characterized by theoretical and empirical vagueness", echoed Scheufele 
(Scheufele, 1999). 
Attempts To Theorize Framing 
In view of the vague and inconsistent conceptualization of framing, there are 
several attempts to theorize framing as a theory of media effects. McCombs, 
Shaw and Weaver (1997) swggQsXQd framing as the second-level agenda-setting. 
While agenda-setting only suggests what the public should think about, 
framing, being an extension to agenda-setting effect suggests also how people 
should think about the issue. "In the context of agenda setting, framing is a 
process through which the media emphasize some aspects of reality and 
downplay other aspects. Framing can be accomplished through the 
consideration of particular subtopics, through the size and placement of a news 
item, through narrative form and tone of presentation, and through particular 
details included in the media coverage" (Miller, 2002 p262). It seems that 
attempts to position framing as second-level agenda-setting have indeed 
helped to clarify the concept of framing in relation to agenda-setting and 
priming. 
Also in the textbook Theories of Media and Society, Miller defines 
- 8 -
agenda-setting as an "aggregate-level theory", which "deals with the objects of 
the media and public agendas". Whereas framing, as second-level 
agenda-setting, "deals with the attributes of these objects". And finally, 
priming, which in a more microscopic level "explores the mechanisms through 
which the media agenda might influence an individual's assessment of what is 
important" (Miller, 2002 p262-263). These appear to be oversimplified 
differentiations between the three concepts. However, to attach framing and 
priming as two distinct branches or levels of agenda-setting not only helps to 
clarify the confusions among framing, priming and agenda-setting, but also 
help to anchor the less-developed concept of framing in the field of media 
theories. Without a position, research about framing is likely to go on as 
sporadic, spontaneous and context-specific case studies without significant 
contributions to the development of framing as a theory. 
However, not all scholars buy into the attempts to subsume framing, 
agenda-setting and priming under the broad concept of agenda-setting. 
"Agenda-setting and priming differ from framing with respect to their 
assumptions and premises.. .Consequently, these three approaches to media 
effects should be taken for what they are: related, yet different approaches to 
media effects that cannot be combined into a simple theory just for the sake of 
parsimony," wrote Scheufele (2000). He argues that an integrated theory is 
not always desirable if theories are based on distinctively different premises. 
According to his interpretation, "agenda-setting relies on the notion of attitude 
accessibility. Mass media has the power to increase the levels of importance 
assigned to issues by audience members." Whereas "framing is based on the 
concept of prospect theory...framing influences how audiences think about 
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issues, not by making aspects of the issue more salient, but by invoking 
interpretive schemas that influence the interpretation of incoming 
information." While the process of agenda-setting is a "conscious" one, 
framing is based on "subtle nuances in wording and syntax that has most likely 
unintentional effects or at lease effects that are hard to predict and control by 
journalists" (Scheufele, 2000) 
Scheufele (1999) attempted to theorize framing as a distinctive "theory of 
media effects，，in its own right. He classified previous framing research along 
two dimensions: the type of frame examined (media frames vs. audience 
frames) and the way frames are operationalized (independent frame or 
dependent frames) (Table 1). 
Table 1. Typology of Framing Research 
Studies Dependent Variables Independent Variables 
Examining 
Frames as... 
Media Frames Tuchman (1978) Pan and Kosicki (1993) 
Bennett (1991) Entman (1993) 
Edeman(1993) Huang (1996) 
Individual Frames Iyengar (1987，1989，1991) Snow et al. (1986) 
Gamson (1992) Snow and Bedford (1998, 
Price et al. (1995, 1995， 1992) 
1997) Entman and Rojecki (1993) 
Huang (1996) [Nelson et al. (1997) 
Scheufele also developed a process model for framing (Figure 1). To 
elaborate briefly on the table: "media frames" are "devices embedded in 
political discourse" (Kinder and Sanders 1990) that could turn meaningless and 
non-recognizable happenings into a discernible event; "individual frames" are 
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"mentally stored clusters of ideas that guide individuals' processing of 
information" (Entman, 1993 p53); "frames as independent variable" are studies 
that are more interested in the "effects of framing"; finally, "framing as 
dependent variables" are studies that examined the "role of various factors (e.g., 
social-structural, organizational, individual, ideological factors) in influencing 
the creation or modification of frames". 
Figure 1. A Process Model of Framing Research 
Input Process Outcomes 
-Organiza t ional 
pressures 
- I d e o l o g i e s , attitudes, 
etc. 
- O t h e r elites, etc. „ , 
Frame bmldm j ； 
Media Frames 
！!^ 1 , 一 ; 
Audiences 
Z ^ \ - Attributions of 
\ responsibility 
jf \ 
Audience Frames • Attitudes 
J adividaal-level effect of framir g - Behaviours, etc. 
He identified four key processes for further research on framing: frame 
building, frame setting, individual level of framing, and a feedback loop with 
journalists as audiences. To elaborate briefly: "frame building" refers to the 
key question "what kinds of organizational or structural factors of the media 
system, or which individual characteristics of journalists, can impact the 
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framing of news content?"; "frame setting" refers to the way that "frames 
influence opinions by stressing specific values, facts, and other considerations, 
endowing them with greater apparent relevance to the issue that they might 
appear to have under an alternative frame,'(Nelson et al., 1997 p569); 
"individual-level effects of framing" refers to the link between media frames 
and their effects on behavioral, attitudinal, or cognitive outcomes of 
individuals; and finally, "journalist as audiences" suggests that similar to 
"regular audiences", journalists are also "cognitive misers" susceptible to 
frames set by news media and other news sources. 
In short, Scheufele's attempts to classify and systematize the concepts and 
processes of framing by setting a clear direction of researching framing as both 
frames as well as interactive framing processes. 
Recent Development Of Framing Studies 
In addition to Scheufele's typology and process model of framing, from a more 
rhetorical/discursive perspective, Clair (1998) tried to classify framing devices 
in his studies of hegemonic framing techniques of the dominant groups on 
further subjugating marginalized groups, i.e. women, in his case. He came up 
with six devices namely "accepting the dominant interests as universal", 
"simple misunderstanding" and "reification" from Giddens (1979)， 
"trivialization" from Gitlin (1980), "denotative hesitancy" from Perelman and 
Olberchts-Tyreca (1969) and finally, "private/public expression and 
private/public domain" from Sennet (1977). One important element 
highlighted in Clair's study is the relationship between framing and hegemony. 
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This is in contrast with Scheufele's (2000) understanding that framing is based 
on "subtle nuances in wording and syntax that has most likely unintentional 
effects or at lease effects that are hard to predict and control by journalists". 
In fact, many of the recent studies on framing took a more critical perspective 
in examining effects of hegemonic frames in shaping a negative image of 
subjugated groups and depoliticizing the public sphere. Examples are sUidies 
on news framing on gay rights (Brewer, 2002), framing of Fourth World 
Conference on Women (Phalen and Algan, 2001), framing of "communist" 
Beijing and feminists by US media (Akhavan-Majid and Ramaprasad, 2000), 
news coverage of the Gulf Crisis (Iyengar and Simon 1993)，frames in US and 
Canadian Coverage of audiovisual materials in the GATT (Hall, 2000)，CNN's 
coverage on NATO and the Kosovo Crisis (Thussu, 2000), framing of India's 
first tele-war (Thussu 2002), and also, Israeli press coverage of the Arab 
minority's Land Day protests (Gadi, Eli and Issam 2000). With a brief glance 
of these research topics，we may also find that recent studies on framing have 
taken a more international perspective, with particular attention on the effects 
of dominant frames imposed by the media coverage of Western powers. 
Regarding research methods, the most commonly used is a combination of 
content analyses with qualitative analyses to identify repetitive media frames. 
Sometimes, experiments with participants reading different versions of articles, 
or conducting interviews or surveys before and after exposure to changing 
frames are adopted as ways to measure the shifting audience frames. 
However, it is found that these findings "although making important 
contribution in describing the effects of media framing on behavioral， 
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attitudinal, or cognitive outcomes, these (framing) studies provide no 
explanation as to why and how these two variables (media frames and audience 
frames) are linked to one another"(Scheufele, 1999). Similarly, research on 
the link between journalists' "news sense" and the media frames remains 
empirically unsupported. News sense being "the sacred knowledge, the 
secret ability of newsmen which differentiates him from other people" and in 
itself a "deep structure whose function as a selective device is un-transparent 
even to those who professionally know how to operate it" (Tuchman, 1972), is 
inherently difficult to define in an empirical way. Naturally, it is even more 
difficult to establish an empirically significant link between "journalists as an 
audience" and the "media frames" as proposed by Scheufele. 
Besides, to complicate the picture further, ideological and cultural factors are 
increasingly acknowledged as influential factors in the shaping of frames, 
especially in the realm of international communication. As Richard Hoggart 
(cited in Schudson 1991) puts it, the most important filter through which news 
is constructed is "the cultural air we breathe, the whole ideological atmosphere 
of our society, which tells us that something can be said and others had better 
not be said". Therefore a cultural account of news would help explain 
generalized images and stereotypes in the news media. Unlike organization 
guidelines, journalists' personal values, cultural factors affect all aspects of the 
definitions and ways of framing, and yet it is very difficult to quantify their 
influences. 
To sum up, while framing studies gradually consolidate into a unique area of 
media research, there is still much room for strengthening its theoretical 
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position and investigating the connections between its interactive processes 
and the frames produced. Therefore, apart from analyzing the media frames 
on China and the Hainan Crisis specifically, I also attempted to investigate the 
backgrounds of media organizations and journalists in relation to the media 
frames they produced, although I must admit that this study is not sufficient to 
prove any causal relations between the framing processes and that there was no 
audience reception study due to physical distance and limited resources. 
American Newspapers' Framing Of China 
Specifically on research of framing on China, there have long been discussions 
among Chinese scholars about US media's stereotypical frames that 
"demonize" China. Indeed, frames like "red China", "communist China", 
"China threat", "deceitful communists" are not uncommon in US media's 
coverage on China, especially in times of crises when Sino-US relations is 
critical and tense. Therefore, some scholars from the American side are also 
concerned about the fact that "American press had misinformed and misled the 
public in its China reporting" (Greene, 1964), thus resulting in miscalculations 
in formulating correspondent policies. 
In Michael Parenti's (1993) Inventing Reality: The Politics of News Media, 
stereotypical frames are defined as "repeatable and systemic — the product not 
only of deliberate manipulation but of the ideological and economic conditions 
under which the media operate" (pi). It was said to be an intentional process 
in which the media systematically choose to over-represent things favoring the 
dominant class interests and statist ideology and omit things contradictory to 
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dominant ideology. He opined that news media framing is designed "not to 
excite or incite but to neutralize.. .graying reality" (p203) and that media could 
be as "deaf, mute, and blind as the government wants," while working as if 
they are objective, and as if they know how to be "responsible" (p219). In 
other words, Parenti believed that media serve as an agent for the government 
to shape public perception, especially when the public has little information to 
the contrary and when the message seems congruent with earlier notions about 
events - notions that themselves may be partly media created. 
In particular, Parenti pointed out that media play an important role in shaping 
the audience's perception of a foreign country, usually in the way the dominant 
power desires, because the public has little concern and knowledge in the 
subject matter of foreign news. They also mold public opinion directly or 
opinion visibility, the perceptual limits around which public opinions take 
shape, indirectly. In short, Parenti believes that media are important agencies 
in shaping public perception and opinion in favor of the ruling powers, 
especially on foreign news. 
In contrast to Parenti's line of arguments, Paletz and Entman's (1981) Media. 
Power. Politics attempted to justify US media's frequently distorted and 
misleading foreign coverage as the results of both intentional power plays and 
unintentional results of operational constraints: 
When foreign coverage is criticized for being too brief, too simple, 
frequently distorted, and often misleading, the explanation is 
conventionally traced to the shortages reporters encounter overseas. 
These are four: time, knowledge, labor, and interest. Time: foreign 
news often concerns fast-breaking crises that do not allow reporters 
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the opportunity to unearth and carefully confirm information. 
Knowledge: American reporters are frequently dealing with countries 
whose language and culture are unfamiliar; they cannot help 
misunderstanding some of what transpires; inevitably, they graft 
familiar concepts onto an alien reality that might otherwise baffle 
American audiences. Labor: profit-conscious media, proprietors 
circulate few American reporters around the globe; there are fewer 
than 200 stationed outside Europe. Correspondents must cover 
‘ diverse countries spread out over huge territories that often have poor 
communications and transportation. Interest: even if more and 
desirable foreign stories were being produced, they would be omitted 
entirely or cut down to fit the limited foreign news slot. (Paletz and 
Entman, 1981) 
They argued that media are not unwilling to portray a full picture of everything, 
but they are unable to do so because of limitations of resources and abilities, 
which subject them to the manipulation of the powers, namely the government 
and the elites. 
The two authors reckoned "the need for simplification, news pegs, emotional 
resonance and wide familiarity, encourages journalists to explain news items 
by associating them with known political celebrities, symbols, or thematic 
story clusters". Stereotypical frames and distortions were believed to be 
unavoidable for media representation of foreign affairs, which the general 
public has little knowledge or interest to relate to. 
The two authors however believed that there was also a negative side of 
stereotypical frames in limiting US public's knowledge of their own country. 
They specially concerned about the effects of stereotypical frames in 
socializing the US public into accepting the legitimacy of their country's 
political system; leading them to acquiesce in America's prevailing social 
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values; directing their opinions in ways which do not undermine and often 
support the domestic and foreign objectives of elites; and deterring them from 
active, meaningful participation in politics - rendering them quiescent before 
the powerful. Similar to Parenti's argument, they discovered that US media 
never brought the US public the necessary information to form their own 
judgments but only socialize them with the government and elites' 
interpretations and ideologies. 
In terms of foreign policies, Paletz and Entman also noted that foreign news 
provides the US public only "pseudo-participation" in deciding US's foreign 
policies. No better than the public, the media, hampered by the four 
"shortages" mentioned above, are not independent, but writing stories, 
intentionally or unintentionally, in line with of the ideas of America's foreign 
policy decision makers. That explains why one may find US media speaking 
in a monolithic voice, reporting a narrow perspective, and limiting rather than 
expanding public knowledge of alternative possibilities, when it comes to 
reporting of foreign affairs. 
In short, Paletz and Entman presented a relatively balanced view on the 
necessity of US media to employ stereotypical frames as a strategy to 
overcome journalistic constraints on one hand, and on the other hand, the 
negative aspect of framing, which indirectly subjected the media to the 
manipulation of elites and thus limited the audience scope of knowledge. 
Different from Parenti's view that the media played an active role conspiring 
with the government to mold public opinion in favor its foreign policy 
preferences, Paletz and Entman depicted a more dynamic interaction among 
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the US media, government and the public. The public is not all-passive 
waiting to be molded, but they could easily be mobilized to support the elites' 
foreign policies preferences, especially in subjects unfamiliar to them, like US 
foreign policies. While the media do not conspire with the elites to conceal 
undesirable realities intentionally, they are unconsciously or unwillingly forced 
to forgo some parts of the reality due to unavoidable constraints. They 
suggested that media frames are there as a necessary evil in the operation of 
journalism. However, they also suggested that the power linkages among the 
media, the elites and the public should be made visible to the public for them 
to make more informed judgments. 
Regarding US media's coverage of China specifically, Radha Sinha's (2003) 
book Sino-American Relations: Mutual Paranoia, showed the bias in US 
media's reports on two recent Sino-American conflicts. First, the US media's 
"deafening silence" about the Observer's report that on 7 May 1999 the 
Chinese Embassy in Belgrade was deliberately targeted by NATO on direct 
orders from Washington. While some of the most respected international 
newspapers, such as Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung, the Times, and the Globe 
and Mail and the reputed news services, such as the Associated Press, Reuters, 
Deutsche Presse-Agentur, and Agence France Presse (AFP) had included the 
Observer's findings in their reports, the US media are found to have continued 
to tow the official line and ignored Observers' findings. 
Sinha also pointed out that in the case of the mid-air collision between a 
Chinese fighter jet and a US surveillance plane in 2001, the US media paid 
little regard to the Chinese allegations that the collision occurred over China's 
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Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ). They never mentioned that under normal 
circumstances a foreign plane had the right of innocent passage over the EEZ 
but since the American plane was involved in electronic surveillance - in plain 
language, spying, a common practice by both countries - the plane did not 
have legal immunity. 
Specifically on the reporting of Hainan plane collision, a series of studies on 
the coverage of the collision by media in China, the U.S., Taiwan, Hong Kong 
and Singapore had been done by Paul Lee (2004), Clement So (2004), Pang Ka 
Fat (2004)，Anthony Fung (2004) and Zhu Run Ping (2004) respectively. Lee 
studied China Daily's and People's Daily's coverage of the collision and found 
that the two newspapers initially gave little coverage to the collision but only 
reacted to the U.S. refusal to apologize and Bush's demand for immediate 
release of the detained crew on April 5，2001 with prominent coverage in the 
week that followed. He found that the two newspapers had basically served 
the function as the official spokesman of China and later a signboard for public 
opinion, but with a difference in that China Daily did not focus on rallying 
public support to the way the government handled the crisis, as its target 
readers were mainly foreigners interested in China news instead of local 
Chinese. Lee also noted that China's Daily had published a large quantity of 
letters-to-the-editors from Americans who opposed the way the U.S. handled 
the collision, which was not found in People 's Daily. 
As for Pang, who studied the Taiwanese newspapers China Times’ United 
Daily News and Liberty Times, found that the three newspapers held varied 
positions when covering the Hainan plane collision. United Daily News was 
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found to have held a pro-China stance, China Times steered the middle course 
with slightly pro-American stance, whereas the Liberty Times had held a clear 
pro-American stance with strong Taiwanese flavor. A study with focus on the 
opinion pages of the Washington Post, New York Times, USA Today and Wall 
Street Journal had also been done by Clement So, who found that USA Today 
had a clear pro-American stance whereas the other three newspapers had 
relatively "objective" analysis with varied degrees of support to American 
government's stance and the "national interest" stance. As for Fung and Zhu 
who studied selected Hong Kong and Singaporean newspapers, they shared a 
common observation that although the Chinese newspapers they studied 
showed certain degree of pro-China stance, in general，the Hong Kong and 
Singaporean newspapers they studied had given two-sided accounts to both 
U.S. and China's arguments, which showed more balance than either U.S. or 
China's media. 
While it seems that there were already quite a few studies done on the Hainan 
plane collision, many of the studies had focused on what was being told rather 
than what was being neglected or played down in the framing of the collision. 
There was also little discussion on the operational background or editorial style 
of the newspapers studied. To supplement previous studies on framing and 
specifically on the framing of the Hainan plane collision, my study will look at 
the framing of China both from what was being framed in and what was being 
framed out or played down in the coverage of the Hainan Crisis. I will also 
attempt to compare the operational background and editorial style of the two 
distinctly different newspapers selected for this study, The Washington Post 
and The Washington Times, in association with their coverage, although there is 
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not yet sufficient evidence to build the causal relations. 
In framing study, what was being framed for presentation and what was being 
framed out of attention are equally important to the knowledge of the readers. 
As mentioned earlier that reasons for some happenings being framed for 
presentation and some being framed out of attention are often results of 
operational or ideological limitations which the newspapers could or could not 
have control of (Paletz and Entman,1981), I will not explore further along 
Scheufele's suggested process model of framing research due to limitations in 
resources. However, I will attempt to explore further along the directions of 
what was left in the backgrounds of framing the Hainan Crisis as well as what 
was being included in the framing of China in relation to the operation 
background of the newspapers to be studied. 
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Chapter 3. Research Methods 
In U.S. media's coverage of China, it is not uncommon to see Chinese 
newspapers tagged with labels like "state-controlled" media，"the Communist 
Party's mouthpiece" or the "official" newspapers. In contrast, from the 
Chinese newspapers' reports about American media, we seldom see labels such 
as "Republican leaning" newspapers or "Democrat leaning" newspapers even 
though a newspaper may have demonstrated strong political inclination, such 
as The Washington Post and The Washington Times. 
Some may explain that the U.S. media are more careful in informing their 
readers about the newspapers they are quoting than their Chinese counterparts. 
It could also be explained that the U.S. media do not have clear political 
inclination like party newspapers in China and therefore it will not be 
appropriate to label them as either Republican or Democrat. No matter what 
the explanation is, it is often assumed that in a society with free flow of 
information, like the U.S., media are more independent and may carry more 
diverse views that could compensate the possible bias by individual 
newspapers. Following such logic, it is therefore generally believed that 
media in the U.S. are more credible than media in China as a whole given that 
there is diversity. 
However, is it true, or always true, that the U.S. media are more independent 
and present diverse views? Do they behave differently or similarly during a 
crisis? These are the questions to be answered later by this study of the two 
distinctly different U.S. newspapers, The Washington Post's and The 
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Washington Times ‘ framing of China in their coverage of the Hainan Crisis, 
2001. Before going into the study of the coverage, the background 
information of the Hainan Crisis is detailed below: 
The Hainan Crisis 
On April 1，2001, a Chinese F-8 fighter jet and a US EP-3E navy surveillance 
plane collided over the South China Sea about 50-70 miles south of the 
Chinese island of Hainan. The Chinese F-8 trying to intercept the US plane 
crashed into the South China Sea. The pilot was lost and believed to have 
died. The damaged US surveillance plane carrying 24 American crew 
members issued a "May Day" and made an emergency landing on China's 
airfield on Hainan Island without securing permission from the Chinese 
authority. All the US crew members landed safely on Hainan's Lingshui 
airfield together with the plane. The Chinese government kept the US crew 
members in a guesthouse for 11 days to conduct an investigation. It released 
the crew members after the United States exerted intense pressure on the one 
hand, while on the other hand, said that it was "very sorry" for the loss of the 
Chinese pilot and the plane's unauthorized emergency landing on Lingshui 
airfield. Since the US and Chinese governments had serious differences in 
determining the cause of the incident, the Chinese government kept the plane 
for further investigation which was jointly conducted with US representatives 
at a later stage. 
A War On Paper 
The Hainan plane crash seems to be a minor "accident" if taken out of context 
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and analyzed as an isolated case. However, the minor accident had received 
wide media coverage in April 2001, which created an atmosphere as if China 
and the U.S. were on the verge of going into war over the missing pilot and 
detained crew. The media in both countries seemed to have overreacted. 
However, the timing, political rhetoric and other discords entangling 
Sino-American relations at the beginning of George W. Bush's administration 
may probably help to explain the media's escalation of the minor "accident" 
into a "crisis". 
In terms of timing, the Hainan Crisis took place on April 1, 2001，which was 
shortly after George W. Bush became the 43"^ President of the United States. 
Because of the marginal victory of George W. Bush in the presidential election, 
which was only brought to an end after several recounts and the decision of the 
Supreme Court, the then new Bush administration was not at full steam when 
the plane crash took place. Its strength and legitimacy was also shadowed by 
the recounts and the court's intervention. Therefore, at the beginning of the 
administration, there had been worries within the United States over the 
perceived strength and legitimacy of the new presidency in foreign countries. 
Coupled with Bush's redefinition of Sino-American relationship as "strategic 
competitors" instead of "strategic partners" in his election campaign, the 
Hainan plane crash naturally came as the "first foreign policy test" for the new 
president to set his stance towards China. Interest in George W. Bush's 
handling of the plane crash was equally intense within and outside the United 
States. As a result, no matter if the plane crash was indeed an "accident" or 
not, it was deemed to be something more than a mere "accident" at the time 
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when it took place. 
In terms of political rhetoric, George W. Bush seemed to have been determined 
to contrast the Clinton administration's soft stance towards China with harsh 
rhetoric towards China during the election. The redefinition of 
Sino-American relationship from “strategic partners" to "strategic competitors" 
and that the United States would do "whatever it takes" to help Taiwan defend 
itself, may not have signaled a substantial shift in the new administration's 
China policy. However, rhetorically, the redefinition of the relationship 
among China, the United States and Taiwan had inevitably invited a different 
reading on the relationship among the three. Given the sensitivity of the 
relationship between China, the United States and Taiwan and the tendency of 
China to read words seriously, the rhetoric itself had filled the atmosphere with 
.suspicion and incited China as much as an actual change in behavior. China's 
reaction or "overreaction" towards the plane crash should therefore be 
understood in such a context that the crash indicated to China that the Bush 
administration's action was in line with its harsh rhetoric. As much as those 
in the United States who suspected that the crash had been manipulated by 
China to test the strength and legitimacy of the new presidency, China also 
suspected the crash as being a change in the new administration's China policy 
as indicated by the harsh rhetoric of the new president. 
Moreover, one should not neglect the effect of former discords between the U.S. 
and China when new conflicts arise. The U.S. and China have been in dispute 
over issues like weapon proliferation (e.g., China was suspected to have 
transferred weapon technology to Middle-East countries like Iraq; the release of 
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Cox Report); espionage (e.g., China's detention of American-based citizens 
charged for espionage; defection of a Chinese senior colonel to the U.S.)； human 
rights records (e.g., China's suppression of the Falun Gong; detention of 
pro-democracy dissidents and Tibetan issues); trade (e.g., China's deferment to 
enter WTO; U.S. trade deficit with China); Taiwan Strait problem (e.g., U.S. 
arms sales to Taiwan, esp. Aegis radar system to defend Taiwan from China's 
military buildup across the Strait); and the bombing of the Chinese Embassy in 
Belgrade in 1999 by the US-led NATO mission which the U.S. called it 
"accident" but the Chinese suspected otherwise. 
While most of the issues entangling Sino-American relations may appear to 
have been lying dormant in peaceful time, new conflicts, such as the Hainan 
plane crash, provided a new battleground for the media of the two countries. 
This was especially true in the case of the Hainan Crisis as the crisis was filled 
with uncertainties and ambiguities that left the media much room to wrestle for 
interpretations. In other words, the Hainan Crisis had provided a rich source 
for a framing study and so it was chosen as the case to investigate how the U.S. 
media contested and constructed their frames of China and the Hainan Crisis. 
Why The Washington PostAnA The Washington Timesl 
As mentioned earlier in the Introduction, this study was not aimed at analyzing 
the most influential or popular American newspapers' framing of China. 
Rather, it aimed to look at the China and the Hainan Crisis framed by different 
American newspapers, preferably those with different political inclinations and 
operational scales as these two criteria were most likely to influence the 
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contents of their coverage. The Washington Post and The Washington Times 
were therefore chosen for their distinct differences in operational scale, 
reporting/editorial style, readership and, more importantly, political inclination, 
as The Washington Times is known as an ardent supporter of the Republicans 
and The Washington Post is also known to have a tendency to support the 
Democrats'. Besides, the two newspapers are both based in Washington D.C., 
the political center of the U.S. where they both claim to have an influence on 
policy making, and may indeed have influence on policy making given their 
proximity to the policy makers (Stephen Hess, 1981). Nevertheless, despite 
they vary largely in operational scales they were both quoted frequently by 
Chinese media during the Hainan Crisis, as to be discussed later in this study. 
For details about the background of the two newspapers, the news database 
LexisNexis' introduction of news sources describes The Washington Post as 
"one of the few U.S. newspapers with a serious interest in foreign news" with 
strength in "national political coverage and tough investigative reporting of 
federal government and Washington metropolitan affairs": 
The Washington Post has an acknowledged influence far beyond the 
metropolitan area for which it is edited. The Post is one of the few 
U.S. newspapers with a serious interest in foreign news, deploying 
correspondents from its 16 foreign bureaus to produce in-depth 
articles from the world's hot spots. A special team of investigative 
reporters delves into government policies and operations in 
Washington and abroad. One of The Post's greatest strengths is its 
national political coverage and tough investigative reporting of 
federal government and Washington metropolitan affairs. The Post 
led the media in probing and reporting the Watergate incident in 1972 
through 1974. A daily morning paper, The Post is standard 
breakfast-time reading for members of Congress, diplomats, 
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government officials，journalists, business lobbyists and lawyers in 
Washington.' 
As for The Washington Times, which was first published in Washington, D.C. 
on May 17，1982，LexisNexis give a relatively brief description focusing on its 
award-winning journalists: 
Over 230 journalists contribute to the paper, many who have won 
awards during their careers, including The Pulitzer Prize, the 
Overseas Press Club Award and the White House Correspondents 
Association's Merriman Smith Award. Staff members have been 
chosen for their recognized journalism achievements and abilities.^ 
However, in its own website, The Washington Times also describes itself as 
"America's Newspaper" with "a reputation for hard-hitting investigative 
reporting and thorough coverage of politics and policy": 
“a full-service, general interest daily newspaper in the nation's capital. 
Founded in 1982, The Washington Times is one of the 
most-often-quoted newspapers in the U.S. It has gained a reputation 
for hard-hitting investigative reporting and thorough coverage of 
politics and policy. Published by News World Communications, Inc., 
The Washington Times is "America's Newspaper."^ 
On the surface, both of the D.C.-based newspapers seem to have shared the 
interest in investigative reporting and coverage of American politics and policy 
with a strong team of quality journalists. 
With a deeper look into the operational backgrounds of the two newspapers, 
we may however discover that the two newspapers are distinctly different from 
2 Source: http://web.lexis-nexis.com/universe 
Source: http://web• lexis-nexis.com/universe 
3 http://www.washingtontimes.com/about-twt/ 
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each other. In the "about washingtonpost.com" website, detailed information 
on the history, markets and operations of The Washington Post are made 
available online. It emphasizes its more than 120 years' history beginning 
from December 6，1877，when Stilson Hutchins launched his "Democratic 
daily journal," which he named The Washington Post，Being part of the 
media conglomerate The Washington Post Company, The Washington Post 
also prides itself in terms of large market share and operational scale with 834 
full time employees in the news and editorial section (counted in 2003),^ a 
number that is more than four times the number of journalists contributing to 
The Washington Times. Also, in terms of daily circulation, The Washington 
Post claimed to have a much larger circulation than The Washington Times, 
which had less than 1/7 of its coverage and readership in the Washington D.C. 
metro market^. 
In contrast with The Washington Post, The Washington Times has only about 
23 years of history, scarce operational resources, limited circulation in 
Washington D.C. and a founder Rev. Sun Myung Moon, a cult-leader who is 
not even mentioned in the newspapers' web site. The Washington Times is 
therefore an extreme comparison to The Washington Post in terms of 
operational backgrounds. However, given the proximity of The Washington 
Times to the news sources in the Washington D.C. area, especially its close ties 
with Republican and intelligence sources, the influence of The Washington 
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The Two Newspapers Quoted In Chinese Media 
Given the above backgrounds, one may expect The Washington Times to 
receive even smaller attention than The Washington Post overseas because of 
its lack of foreign bureaus and small readership in the D.C. areas. However, 
during the Hainan Crisis, between April 1 and May 31, The Washington Times 
was quoted in 285 Chinese language articles published in Mainland China, 
Hong Kong and Taiwan. The number was about 1/4 of the 1170 articles 
quoted from The Washington Post, which indicated that The Washington Post 
was still more influential than The Washington Times in Chinese media in 
terms of quotations, but the difference was not as much as that in the U.S. 
Moreover, with further study on the content of quotations drawn from the two 
newspapers by the Chinese media in Mainland China, Hong Kong and Taiwan, 
it was found that the two newspapers actually had their specialized spheres of 
influence in the Chinese media. The Washington Post was quoted for a 
variety of subjects, including politics, military, sports, economics, science and 
stories of human interest, The Washington Times was quoted mainly on 
military issues like China's nuclear tests, its military disputes with other 
countries and, the U.S. arms sales to Taiwan. Furthermore, we would find 
that The Washington Times was quoted more than twice as frequently in Hong 
Kong (120 articles) and Taiwan (116 articles) as that in Mainland China (49 
articles), while The Washington Post was almost as frequently quoted in 
Mainland China (329 articles) as that in Hong Kong (439 articles) and Taiwan 
(402 articles). 
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To summarize, although The Washington Times received much less attention 
than the The Washington Post in Washington D.C. area, the difference in their 
influence seemed to have narrowed down internationally. The Washington 
Post still received more attention than The Washington Times from the Chinese 
media due to its coverage on a wider range of subjects. However, when 
military news was concerned, The Washington Times was quoted almost as 
often as The Washington Post. This was especially true in the case of the 
Hainan Crisis, which involved the collision of two military planes from China 
and the U.S., and therefore, the two newspapers were found to be a good pair 
for the comparison of different American newspapers' coverage of China. 
They were basically different in their backgrounds and journalistic styles, and 
yet they were both deeply involved in the coverage of the Hainan Crisis and 
provided abundant examples for a meaningful comparison of their framing of 
China, which may turn out to be similar or different depending on whether a 
crisis situation would override their many differences. 
Research Methods 
To answer the questions of whether China was framed by the two selected 
newspapers in a similar or different manner in their coverage of the Hainan 
Crisis and whether the two newspapers maintained diversity in representing 
China during a crisis, a mixture of quantitative and qualitative research 
methods was adopted to analyze the framing of China by the two newspapers' 
coverage of the Hainan Crisis during the period from April 1 to May 30, 2001. 
The quantitative analysis of the coverage by the two newspapers was meant to 
- 3 2 -
give a broad view of how much coverage found in the two newspapers during 
the Hainan Crisis, the composition of the coverage (e.g., news, commentaries, 
editorials, etc.) as well as who had contributed to this coverage. The results 
served as important background information, which showed us the two 
newspapers' double volume of articles covering China during the Hainan 
Crisis on the one hand, and two newspapers' journalistic differences on the 
other. For example, it was found that The Washington Post was more 
news-oriented while The Washington Times was more opinion-driven in its 
coverage of China and the crisis. Also, it revealed that much of the China 
coverage in The Washington Post was contributed by its two foreign 
correspondents, while those in The Washington Post were from two 
columnists. 
While quantitative analysis was effective in giving a general picture on the 
coverage of the Hainan Crisis by the two newspapers, how exactly China was 
covered by the two selected newspapers would have to be analyzed in a 
qualitative manner. Textual analyses were then conducted to extract the 
frames the two newspapers applied in their coverage of the Hainan Crisis and 
China. With the frames extracted, we may then find the similarities or 
differences of their frames on China during the crisis. 
To conduct the textual analyses, all articles related to China in April and May 
2001 were clipped from the two newspapers for a first screening. After 
screening all the articles related to China, it was found that the coverage of the 
two newspapers on the Hainan Crisis was along three major lines: a) China as 
a backdrop of the Hainan Crisis; b) the plane crash; and c) the disputed 
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jurisdiction over the collision and its aftermath. The soft files of articles 
related specifically to Hainan were then extracted from the two selected 
newspapers in electronic form from the news-database LexisNexis to facilitate 
the textual analyses. With the three major lines mentioned above, three 
groups of related keywords were identified: Group 1: China, Chinese, Beijing, 
Communist; Group 2: plane; and Group 3, international. All the texts related 
to the keywords were then extracted from the 211 articles of the two 
newspapers by keyword search and then analyzed for dominating frames. 
In the process of the framing analysis, the findings were not only based on the 
texts returned by the three groups of keywords, however. As the three groups 
of keywords had rather broad coverage that they had returned general topics, 
which may need further analysis of sentences related to other keywords, such 
as those related to China's media or exclusive economic zone, a second layer 
keyword search (e.g., "media", "exclusive economic zone") were then 
conducted to extract the related coverage. 
With the keyword search approach, sentences extracted from the two 
newspapers may include a mixture of news reports, analysis, commentaries, 
op-ed and editorials. They were not grouped under different categories, but 
were rather grouped under similar themes to form a general frame that covered 
different types of texts without knowing which articles they were extracted 
from. It was only when the frames were in place that each sentences 
extracted were tagged with their respective source and type of text (except 
news, as large quantity of the quotes were actually from news reports). With 
such an approach, it may appear less systematic in categorizing and comparing 
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the frames, but it also eliminated the preconceived judgment that news was 
more "objective" than commentaries or editorials. In fact, with this approach, 
some frames that appeared to be less objective were later proved to be from the 
commentaries or editorials. They were all clearly marked as commentaries or 
editorials after the quotes as well as in the analysis to be specific. Given that 
this study was designed to investigate how China was represented, rather than 
the objectivity of journalism in the U.S. newspapers, both the news as well as 
the commentaries or editorials were treated with equal weight, despite some 
might argue that commentaries or editorials were not representing American 
journalism. 
In short, this thesis consisted of content analyses, which first provided an 
overview of the two selected newspapers' coverage of the Hainan Crisis. 
Then with textual analyses the texts were studied in search of dominating 
frames of China in the two newspapers' coverage of the Hainan Crisis with a 
special focus on the differences or similarities in which the two newspapers 
framed out or played down certain aspects of the Hainan Crisis for presentation 
to their readers. 
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Chapter 4. An Overview On Hainan 
News Interest And News Flow In The Hainan Coverage 
As mentioned earlier, China's exposure in the U.S. media peaked in time of a 
crisis, which is also the time when American readers pay close attention to 
news about China. The following figure shows how closely American people 
followed news about the Hainan Crisis as compared with other non-crisis 
Sino-American issues: 
Figure 2. News Interest Index Polls on China Related Issues 




c 40% 0) 
畫 观 J t r T f l T O " f l T i — 
o 20% H B 一 • —: 一 
咨 ^ ^ r I I I 
1 0 % — — 
11 IT 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 y I 
Very closely Fairly closely Not too closely Not at all closely Don't know 
Level of Interest 
• Increasing tension betw een China and Taiw an (23.3.2000) ~ ~ 
• China and the WTO (9.5.2000) 
• China and the WTO (24.5.2000) 
• Debate over the China trade bill recently passed by Congress (27.6.2000) 
• Release of the US air crew held in China (26.4.2001) 
• Impact of business competition from China on the U.S. economy (8.10.2003) 
Figure 2 is based on a search of all the polls done on the subject "China" 
between 2001 and 2004 that are available via LexisNexis. It shows that the 
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only piece of news about China that more than 50% of Americans interviewed 
followed "very closely" was the "release of U.S. air crew held in China" 
(Princeton Survey Research Associates (PSRA), April 26, 2004). The Taiwan 
issue, China's entry into WTO, the impact of business competition from China 
on the U.S. economy and debates over the China trade bill passed by Congress 
were frequently discussed in the American media. However, all of them 
received considerably less attention than that of the Hainan standoff. With 
this finding, we may say that most American people were much more 
interested in reading about China in the Hainan Crisis than other issues 
involving no or subtle conflicts between the U.S. and China. 
In correlation with American people's particular interest in following the news 
of the Hainan Crisis, we find the two selected newspapers' coverage on China 
also surged and sank with the commencement and conclusion of the crisis. 
This is demonstrated with the following two figures, one summarizing The 
Washington Post's and The Washington Times' coverage on the subject 
"China “ and specifically Hainan during the period June 1，2000 to May 31’ 
2002; and the other one showing the two papers' coverage on the Hainan Crisis 
during the crisis period April 1,2001 to May 31,2001. 
From Figure 3 below, we can see that the two newspapers doubled their 
coverage on China during the Hainan Crisis and much of the increase was 
triggered off by the Hainan Crisis as coverage of the subject Hainan was little 
or none before and after the two critical months of April and May 2001. 
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Figure 3. WP and WT's Coverage of China from 1.6.2000 to 31.5.2002 
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Figure 4. WP and WT's Coverage on Hainan, 2001 
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Figure 4 detailed the pattern of the two newspapers' coverage of Hainan from 
the beginning of the Hainan Crisis on April 1，2001 to the release of the crew 
on April 11，2001. Together with Figure 3，we can see that before the Hainan 
Crisis, the subject Hainan was not a concern of the two newspapers and there 
was almost nothing about Hainan in the two newspapers. However, with the 
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beginning of the Hainan Crisis, Hainan became a hot key in the two 
newspapers' coverage. During the first week of the crisis, when a lot of the 
facts and interpretations of the plane crash were disputed, there was an influx 
of articles returned with a keyword search on Hainan. Starting from the 
second week, when the standoff went into a stalemate, the number of articles 
on Hainan fell and fluctuated until the date after the release of the American 
crew on April 12, 2001 when a total of twenty articles peaked the coverage of 
the whole Crisis period. After the release of the crew, interest on Hainan also 
gradually died down with only occasional rises with news about the return of 
the surveillance plane stranded on the island. By October of the same year, 
the subject Hainan again disappeared from the two newspapers' coverage and 
the coverage of China also returned to the pre-Crisis level. 
From Figures 3 and 4, Hainan seemed to have a short-lived exposure in the 
two American newspapers during the Hainan Crisis. Nevertheless, from the 
survey done by the Princeton Survey Research Associates (PSRA) on April 26, 
2001, we can see that over half of the Americans interviewed had rated the 
"release of U.S. air crew held in China" as the news that they followed most 
closely, suggesting that the brief encounter of the U.S. and China over Hainan 
had caught the attention of most Americans and might have become one of the 
images forming American people's understanding of China. 
At the time of the crisis, much of the news and opinions about China were 
generated/presented by America media. It was also the time when most 
American people acquired further knowledge about China. A close reading 
on the coverage of the crisis would therefore help us better understand how and 
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what the American people were told about China. 
The study of The Washington Post's and The Washington Times'' framing of 
China in the coverage of the Hainan Crisis was therefore designed with the aim 
of analyzing how China was represented by the two distinctively different 
newspapers in the political center of America, Washington D.C. and if they 
framed China similarly or differently. 
Content Analyses Of The Two Newspapers 
The introduction and comparison of The Washington Post's and The 
Washington Times, backgrounds in the Research Methods part showed that The 
Washington Post has comparatively more resources and is more influential 
than The Washington Times. Its number of staff in the news and editorial 
section alone is more than four times the total number of journalists 
contributing to The Washington Times. Its readership in the metro market of 
Washington D.C. was six times more than that of The Washington Times, and 
its frequency of being quoted by Chinese media was three times more than that 
of The Washington Times, 
With all the above figures, one may expect The Washington Post to have more 
extensive coverage on the Hainan Crisis than The Washington Times during the 
Hainan Crisis in 2001. However, through searching the news database of 
LexisNexis with the keyword "Hainan" during period April 1 - May 31, 2001, 
the number of articles returned from The Washington Times far exceeded the 
number of articles returned from The Washington Post. From The 
Washington Times, the number of articles returned was 126, whereas The 
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Washington Post only carried 94 articles, among which one was repeated (Jim 
Hoagland's editorial "China Revealing Its True Nature" dated April 22, 2001) 
and nine were similar ones recording the voting of local congressional 
members on a bill against China. Therefore, if we merely compare the 
volume of articles related to the Hainan Crisis, it seems that The Washington 
Times had carried slightly more news on Hainan than the The Washington Post 
in spite of its lack of foreign bureaus and correspondents. 
The phenomenon of covering more with fewer resources is intriguing if we just 
look at the total number of articles returned from the keyword search on 
"Hainan". However, with the breakdown of the coverage done on the Hainan 
Crisis as set out in the following two tables, we may find the clues of The 
Washington Times, extensive coverage of the crisis with fewer resources. 
Table 2. A Breakdown of The Washington Times，Hainan Coverage 
The Washington Times 
News News from foreign 8 articles 6% 55% 
Correspondents 
News from the U.S. 62 articles 49% 
Opinions Editorials 7 articles 6% 45% 
Others 一 op-ed, 49 articles 39% 
commentary, 
analysis 
Total 126 articles 100% ~ ~ 100% 
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Table 3. A Breakdown of The Washington Post's Hainan Coverage 
The Washington Post 
News News from foreign 27 articles 32% 78% 
Correspondents 
News from the U.S. 39 articles 46% 
Opinions Editorials 8 articles^ 9% 22% 
Others - op-ed, 11 articles* 13% 
commentary, 
analysis 
Total “ 85 articles |lOO% |lOO% 
Remarks * UxisNexis search returned twice Jim Hoagland's editorial "China Revealing Its True Nature" dated 
April 22, 2001. The repeated articles were counted as one. 
• Nine similar articles "For the Record; Here's how some major bills fared recently in Congress, and 
how local congressional members voted, as provided by Thomas's Roll Call Report Syndicate, "dated 
April 8, 2001 & April 12, 2001 were counted as one. 
As shown in the above two tables, The Washington Times had a total of 126 
articles with the keyword "Hainan", whereas The Washington Post, strictly 
speaking, had only a total of 85 articles. It therefore gave an impression that 
The Washington Times was "covering" more about the Hainan Crisis than The 
Washington Post. However, with a closer look at the categories of articles 
that appeared in these two newspapers respectively, we could see that the two 
newspapers placed significantly different weight on news and opinions. The 
Washington Post carried 78% news and 22% opinions. The Washington Times, 
however, carried only 55% news and 45% opinions. This demonstrated that 
the seemingly more extensive coverage of The Washington Times was actually 
composed by a large percentage of opinions. 
Looking further into the details, we may find that the two newspapers carried 
similar percentages of news from the U.S. and editorials, one being the largest 
percentage and the other being the smallest. The major difference between 
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the two newspapers' coverage was actually the different weighting they put on 
news contributed by foreign correspondents and opinions in the form of 
commentary, op-ed, column and analysis. As demonstrated from the above 
two tables, The Washington Post was found to have 32% of its total coverage 
coming from its foreign correspondents. It was more than five times the 
number of articles The Washington Times got from overseas. In contrast, The 
Washington Times carried 39% of opinion articles, excluding editorials, while 
The Washington Post had only 13% in the same category, which was 1/3 of The 
Washington Times'. 
With the above findings, the intriguing phenomenon that The Washington 
Times managed to cover more with fewer resources was partially explained by 
the composition of the coverage. While The Washington Post and The 
Washington Times carried similar percentage of news gathered from within the 
U.S. and editorials, the two newspapers varied significantly in their weighting 
put on news gathered from China and opinions expressed by local Americans. 
Instead of sending foreign correspondents to cover the news from China where 
the plane crash and negotiations took place like The Washington Post did, The 
Washington Times had turned itself into a forum for journalists and 
commentators who were eager to use the crisis to demonstrate their views 
about China. 
An analysis of the authors who had contributed more than one article to The 
Washington Post and The Washington Times during the Hainan Crisis may 
further explain the situation: 
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Table 4. Authors Contributing To Washington Post's Hainan Coverage 
The Washington Post 
Author No. articles No. articles Total no. of No. of 
contributed contributed as articles News/Col./ 
as sole co-author contributed Comm. 
author 
Philip P. Pan 8 (6) ^ “ News 
John Pomfret 8 (6) ^ ” News 
Steven Mufson 2 (7) 9 9 News 
Thomas E. Ricks 4 ^ 7 7 News 
Clay Chandler 4 ^ 5 5 News 
Mike Allen 2 (3) 5 5 News 
Edward Walsh 3 � 4 4 News 
William Claiborne 1 ^ 4 4 News 
Jim Hoagland 3 3 3 Editorials 
Dana Milbank , , � � 1 News 
1 (1) 2 
1 Comm. 
Roberto Suro 2 2 | 2 News 
Table 5. Authors Contributing To Washington Times' Hainan Coverage 
The Washington Times 
Author No. articles No. articles Total no. of No. of 
contributed as contributed as articles News/Col./ 
sole author co-author contributed Comm. 
17 News 
Bill Gertz 14 (7) 21 
4 Col. 
15 News 
Rowan Scarborough 16 (3) 19 
^ 4 Col. 
Ben Barber 8 8 8 news 
7 News 
Joseph Curl 6 (2) 8 
1 Col. 
5 News 
Joyce Howard Price 5 � 6 
1 Col. 
Bill Sammon 4 ^ 5 5 News 
Calum Macleod 4 4 4 News 
1 News 
Arnold Beichman 3 3 
3 Comm. 
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The Washington Times 
Author No. articles No. articles Total no. of No. of 
contributed as contributed as articles News/Col./ 
sole author co-author contributed Comm. 
Betsy Pisik 3 3 2 News 
Jennifer Harper 3 3 3 Col. 
Marc Lemer 3 3 3 News 
Wesley Pruden 3 3 3 Col. 
Christopher Matthews 2 2 2 Comm. 
Georgie Anne Geyer 2 2 2 Comm. 
Helle Bering 2 2 2 Comm. 
John McCaslin 2 2 2 Col. 
Oliver North 2 2 2 Comm. 
1 News 
Tom Carter 2 2 
1 Col. 
Dave Boyer 1 (1) 2 2 News 
Remarks: Col. 一 Column; Comm. - Commentary 
From the above tables, we can see that the two authors who had contributed 
the largest number of articles to The Washington Post are Philip P. Pan and 
John Pomfret, who are the foreign correspondents stationed in China by The 
Washington Post. Whereas for The Washington Times, the two authors who 
contributed the largest number of articles are national security reporters and 
columnists Bill Gertz and Rowan Scarborough who regularly reported the 
Pentagon and CIA's leaks about China's military buildup in their column 
Inside the Ring and published several books? strongly critical of the Clinton 
administration and China. In other words, while The Washington Post had 
increased its foreign news access to China via Philip P. Pan and John Pomfret 
during the Hainan Crisis, The Washington Times had increased its insider news 
access to U.S. military and intelligence sources via Bill Gertz and Rowan 
7 http://www.gertzfile.com/gertzfile/bio.html 
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Scarborough. The two newspapers, therefore, were seen to have gone into 
two opposite directions in newsgathering during the Hainan Crisis. The 
Washington Post, with its strong financial resources to afford correspondents 
overseas, was able to spread and strengthen its news-gathering network in 
China during the crisis. The Washington Times, which was not as financially 
sound to dispatch foreign correspondents, took advantage of its connections 
with insiders in the U.S. military and intelligence community. Both 
newspapers seemed to have their comparative advantage in gathering exclusive 
news during the Hainan crisis apart from getting daily updates from official 
government sources such as the press conferences from the State Department 
or the White House. The Washington Post specialized in bringing in news 
from China, whereas The Washington Times specialized in disclosing insider 
views. 
To summarize, in terms of quantity, The Washington Times was found to have 
covered the crisis more extensively than The Washington Post because it 
carried 41 more articles on the crisis than The Washington Post. A breakdown 
on the nature of the articles and the authors who contributed to the articles, 
however, revealed that The Washington Times had relied much on 
commentaries and contributions from two columnists who were known to have 
specialized in news writing sourced from leaks (Appendix 2). Such 
understanding on the different approaches of the newspapers' coverage on the 
Hainan Crisis therefore helped to explain the phenomenon that The Washington 
Times seemed to have carried more articles related to the crisis despite The 
Washington Post had increased news gathered directly from China. 
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Chapter 5. Framing Of Hainan 
Following the content analyses in the previous chapter, this chapter will begin 
the comparison of frames generalized from the sentences extracted from the 
keywords: China, Chinese’ Beijing, Communist, plane and international in the 
manner detailed in the Research Methods chapter. 
As it was found that The Washington Post's and The Washington Times‘ 
coverage of the Hainan Crisis could roughly be divided into two categories as a) 
the framing of the Hainan plane collision; and b) the framing of China as a 
backdrop for the collision, this chapter would first present the framing of the 
Hainan plane crash, which the two newspapers showed less variation, but a 
tendency to align with the official lines. 
Al . International Law And Order(WP's account) 
One of the most contested frames after the plane collision was the legitimacy 
of the U.S. navy plane's activities near the Chinese coast and the legality for its 
landing on the Lingshui airfield, which hinge on whether the collision took 
place in the international airspace and how the navy plane landed on China. 
While China claimed that the collision took place over its Exclusive Economic 
Zone and that the U.S. navy plane had intruded China's airspace, the U.S. 
official sources held that the collision took place in international airspace 
during the crisis and that the U.S. had followed international procedures before 
landing on China so as to legitimize the reconnaissance activities of the U.S. 
reconnaissance plane near China's coastline and justify its landing without 
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obtaining prior permission from the Chinese authority successfully. 
Given the prominent coverage under this frame, we shall first look into The 
Washington Post 's and The Washington Times ‘ framing separately. 
Stating Collision In International Airspace As A Matter Of Fact 
To start with The Washington Post, it was found that the newspaper had 
asserted that the collision occurred in international airspace as a matter of fact 
throughout its coverage of the collision during the crisis period. In the initial 
coverage of the collision, the newspaper reported that the collision took place 
"in international airspace over the South China Sea" or even said that it was 
"in what both countries agree to be an international airspace", without details 
on the distance of the collision from the coastline of China supporting its 
statement that it took place in the international airspace. 
A U.S. Navy surveillance plane collided with a Chinese fighter jet in 
international airspace over the South China Sea this morning, forcing 
the U.S. aircraft to make an emergency landing in China, according to 
Chinese and U.S. officials. China said its plane crashed and the pilot 
was missing. (WP, A 1,April 2, 2001, John Pomfret, U.S., Chinese 
Warplanes Collide Over S. China Sea; Crew of 24 Americans Lands 
on Chinese Island) 
The collision took place Sunday in broad daylight over the South 
China Sea, in what both countries agree is international airspace. 
According to U.S. officials, two Chinese fighters came up beneath the 
EP-3, and one of them struck the engine housing on the left wing of 
the American PLANE. (WP, A 1,April 3, 2001, Steven Mufson and 
Philip P. Pan, Spy Plane Delays Irk President; Bush Asks 'Prompt' 
Release by Chinese) 
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In his first public remarks about Sunday's collision in international 
airspace over the South China Sea, President Jiang Zemin demanded 
Tuesday that the United States stop all surveillance flights near 
China's coast. He said China has "ample proof that the United States 
is to blame for the collision, which caused a Chinese fighter to crash. 
(WP, A 1, April 4, 2001, Philip R Pan and John Pomfret, U.S. Crew in 
'Good Health'As Strain Builds Over Plane) 
There were later reports pointing out that the Chinese and American 
governments had stark differences over the interpretation of the collision 
including whether the United States was justified in conducting surveillance 
flights in international airspace just off the Chinese coast. But the discussion 
was kept in the pre-determined frame that the collision occurred in the 
international airspace. 
The two governments differ on almost everything surrounding the 
collision: what caused it, which country is to blame for the death of 
the Chinese fighter pilot, whether the United States is justified in 
conducting surveillance flights in international airspace just off the 
Chinese coast and whether the close-in tactics of Chinese interceptor 
pilots pose an unacceptable danger. (WP, A 1, April 19, 2001, Clay 
Chandler, U.S. May Quit Talks With China Over Plane; Beijing Is 
Pressed To Discuss Return Of Damaged Craft) 
The frame "collision in international airspace" as against "collision in China's 
Exclusive Economic Zone" ran through The Washington Post's reports 
throughout the crisis period consistently as shown in the quotations taken from 
articles spanning from the crux of the crisis to the time after it was resolved: 
His son was in one of the pictures of the crew released last week. The 
crew's EP-3E Aries II surveillance plane collided with a Chinese 
fighter jet in international airspace April 1 and made an emergency 
landing at a military air base on Hainan Island. The pilot of the 
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Chinese jet apparently was killed in the incident. (WP, A 15, April 9, 
2001, Christian Davenport and Vernon Loeb, Relatives Of Crew Keep 
Vigil; Families Fear A Long Standof) 
Wang's plane collided with the American plane on April 1 in 
international airspace southeast of Hainan. According to Rumsfeld, 
the Chinese pilot, who would have turned 33 on April 8，lost control 
of his aircraft as he intercepted the surveillance mission that morning, 
flying into a propeller of the Navy plane. (WP, A 14, April 15’ 2001, 
John Pomfret, China Ends Search For Missing Fighter Pilot) 
The offer was seen as a sign the Chinese might be trying to improve 
relations with the United States, which have been deteriorating since 
the collision in international airspace over the South China Sea and 
China's 11-day detention of the plane's 24-member crew. (WP, A 17, 
May 2, 2001, Philip P. Pan, Americans in China to Inspect Plane; 
Return of Damaged Surveillance Craft Still Under Negotiation) 
The United States contends the flights occur over international waters, 
and the Bush administration vowed to resume them even as it was 
negotiating the crew's release. (WP, A 8, May 8, 2001, Roberto Suro, 
Intelligence Flights Resume Near China; Plane Meets No Resistance; 
U.S. Considers How to Retrieve Downed Craft) 
The Navy plane made an emergency landing at a military airstrip on 
Hainan after the collision in international airspace over the South 
China Sea. (WP, A 26, May 25, 2001, Philip P. Pan, China Says It 
Will Return Disassembled U.S. Plane) 
It seemed that The Washington Post had little dispute or query concerning the 
fact that the collision took place in international airspace and therefore from 
the beginning till the end of the crisis, whenever the collision was mentioned in 
the reports，it was always tagged with the line "in international airspace" or "in 
international waters". 
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Ignoring China's Claim Of Exclusive Economic Zone 
Did China agree that the collision took place in the international airspace as 
The Washington Post claimed and re-iterated throughout the whole Crisis 
period? This may be less known to its American readers: China disputed that 
the collision took place over the international airspace. Instead, it claimed 
that the collision took place over its "exclusive economic zone". What had 
been covered about such fundamental difference between the two countries' 
understanding of the jurisdiction in which the collision took place then? 
From the paper's coverage on April 2，2001, it seemed that The Washington 
Post did not agree with China's claim that the collision was not within 
international airspace, but within its exclusive economic zone. It reiterated 
that “sovereignty extends 12 nautical miles from a nation's coastline" under 
international laws and gave a rather sarcastic account that "China claims 
sovereignty over the entire South China Sea", where the collision occurred. 
Under international law, sovereignty extends 12 nautical miles from a 
nation's coastline. But China claims sovereignty over the entire South 
China Sea, where the collision occurred. China's claims also include 
islands claimed wholly or partly by Brunei, Malaysia, the Philippines, 
Taiwan and Vietnam. (WP, A 1, April 2, 2001, John Pomfret, U.S., 
Chinese Warplanes Collide Over S. China Sea; Crew of 24 Americans 
Lands on Chinese Island) 
It is true that China, with its claim of 200-mile of exclusive economic zone, 
will embrace a major part of the South China Sea, but it is not claiming the 
entirety and it was just one of the countries claiming the 200-mile exclusive 
economic zone. Besides, the collision took place only within 50-70 nautical 
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miles off China's coastline which was not just within China's claim of its 
200-mile exclusive economic zone but up close to China's coastline. The 
maritime jurisdiction dispute over the South China Sea has been a thorny issue 
in Asia for decades, and therefore a simplistic statement as presented in The 
Washington Post without giving the background of competing exclusive 
economic zones will only make China appear to have expanded its sovereignty 
into the international sea without a legal justification. 
Later, the idea of exclusive economic zone was briefly introduced to the 
readers of the Post, but there were only two articles found among the 94 
articles published during the crisis period that had touched the idea of 
"exclusive economic zone". One was an article returned by the Post's China 
correspondents quoting China's Foreign Ministry spokesman Zhu Bangzao's 
saying that the flight showed no respect for China's 200-mile exclusive 
economic zone and that it was endangering China's national security. The 
quotation was placed in the second last paragraph of a 1366-word article: 
He said the flight violated the U.N. Convention on Maritime Law 
because it showed no respect for China's 200-mile exclusive 
economic zone. "It was endangering China's national security," he 
said. (WP, A 1, April 4, 2001, Philip P. Pan and John Pomfret, U.S. 
Crew in 'Good Health'As Strain Builds Over Plane) 
Another article found was Charles Lane's article (which was placed on page 28 
of Section A of the newspapers on April 6, 2001) discussing China's claim of 
the exclusive economic zone. The article reasoned that the treaty language 
China cited was only applicable to a country's authority to regulate 
environmental and economic threats affecting marine resources within the zone 
- 5 2 -
but not with security. On the other hand, the article pointed out that "the U.S. 
itself has imposed a 200-mile zone off its coasts within which foreign military 
aircraft must identify themselves or risk interception" and an example was 
given on the U.S. handling of a Soviet MiG-25 fighter jet stranded in Japan: 
In a 1976 incident, a Soviet defector flew an advanced MiG-25 fight 
jet to Japan, which the United States thoroughly inspected for 
intelligence purposes, over Soviet protests. The jet was returned two 
months later ~ in crates. (WP, A 28, April 6, 2001, Charles Lane, 
Past Actions Undercut U.S. Case, Lawyers Say) 
Overall speaking, it seemed to be a fairly balanced representation denying on 
the one hand China's legal ground to stop U.S. surveillance activities over its 
exclusive economic zone or board the U.S. surveillance plane; and on the other, 
revealing that the U.S. behaved similarly in guarding the 200-mile zone off its 
coast and having thoroughly investigated a Soviet spy plane in the past. 
However, is it true that China's authority over its exclusive economic zone is 
only applicable to regulate environmental and economic threats affecting 
marine resources within the zone but not with security? There was not a third 
article in The Washington Post giving more detailed backgrounds. The Post 
gave very little coverage of the UNCLOS, which was probably because the 
U.S. has never ratified the treaty and the treaty appeared of little value to help 
it resolve the crisis: 
However, the United States has never ratified the treaty. It has only 
declared that it will honor its provisions as a matter of international 
custom. That means the United States could not go to court to assert 
that China has violated the treaty. (WP, A 28, April 6, 2001, Charles 
Lane, Past Actions Undercut U.S. Case, Lawyers Say) 
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The reason for not investigating further and covering more about the concept 
of an "exclusive economic zone" was not clear, but the outcome was 
significant as with a different understanding of the jurisdiction in which the 
collision took place, people from the two countries were arguing on different 
grounds. For readers of the Post, the Chinese government may appear to be 
unreasonable extending its sovereignty to regulate U.S. activities in an 
international airspace. For readers having exposed to Chinese newspapers, 
they would know that the airspace over the sea 50-70 miles off China's coast 
was not completely international but well within China's 200-mile exclusive 
economic zone in which a U.S. navy plane's reconnaissance activities appeared 
to be provocative rather than peaceful in nature. 
This brings us back to the question regarding whether China's authority over 
its exclusive economic zone is only applicable to regulate environmental and 
economic threats affecting marine resources within the zone but not with 
security. 
Under the United Nations Convention on the Law Of Sea, every State has the 
right to establish the breadth of its "territorial sea" up to a limit not exceeding 
"12 nautical miles" and its "exclusive economic zone" up to the limit of 
"200 nautical miles" from the baselines from which the breadth of the 
territorial sea is measured. All parts of the sea that are not included in the 
exclusive economic zone, in the territorial sea or in the internal waters of a 
State, or in the archipelagic waters of an archipelagic State, are considered the 
"high sea，，which is open to all States with due regard for the interests of other 
States in their exercise of the freedom of the high seas, and also with due 
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regard for the rights under this Convention with respect to activities in the 
Area. 
The collision of the U.S. surveillance plane and the Chinese fighter jet took 
place 50 to 70 nautical miles off the coast of China. Therefore, it was in fact 
well within China's exclusive economic zone, the airspace between China's 
territorial sea and the high sea, under the definition of the UNCLOS. 
In the exclusive economic zone, it is true that the coastal state, China, has only 
limited "sovereign rights for the purpose of exploring and exploiting, 
conserving and managing the natural resources....and with regard to other 
activities for the economic exploitation and exploration of the zone, such as the 
production of energy from the water, currents and winds." (Article 56, 
UNCLOS). However, the zone is not an area completely free for activities of 
any kind as some Americans believed. 
While there is no clear definition in the UNCLOS on whether intelligence 
gathering or reconnaissance activities are permissible or forbidden in the 
"exclusive economic zone", Article 58 of UNCLOS regarding the "Rights and 
duties of other States in the exclusive economic zone" clearly stipulated that: 
In exercising their rights and performing their duties under this 
Convention in the exclusive economic zone, States shall have due 
regard to the rights and duties of the coastal State and shall comply 
with the laws and regulations adopted by the coastal State in 
accordance with the provisions of this Convention and other rules of 
international law in so far as they are not incompatible with this Part. 
Moreover, even over the high sea, which is truly an international airspace, 
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Article 88 of the UNCLOS stipulates that the high seas "shall be reserved for 
peaceful purposes," which means that when exercising their rights and 
performing their duties, States Parties "shall refrain from any threat or use of 
force against the territorial integrity or political independence of any State, or 
in any other manner inconsistent with the principles of international law 
embodied in the Charter of the United Nations." (Article 301 of UNCLOS) 
It may be argued that "Right of innocent passage" (Article 19，UNCLOS), 
which means passage not prejudicial to the peace, good order or security of the 
coastal State; or "right of transit passage" (Article 38，UNCLOS), which 
means the exercise of the freedom of navigation and over flight solely for the 
purpose of continuous and expeditious transit of the strait between one part of 
the high seas or an exclusive economic zone and another part of the high seas 
or an exclusive economic zone, are respected under the UNCLOS. However, 
Article 19.2 defined passage of the following as "prejudicial to the peace, good 
order or security of the coastal State" if in the territorial sea: 
(a) any threat or use of force against the sovereignty, 
territorial integrity or political independence of the 
coastal State, or in any other manner in violation of the 
principles of international law embodied in the Charter 
of the United Nations; 
(b) any exercise or practice with weapons of any kind; 
(c) any act aimed at collecting information to the prejudice 
of the defence or security of the coastal State; 
(d) any act of propaganda aimed at affecting the defence or 
security of the coastal State; 
(e) the launching, landing or taking on board of any aircraft; 
(f) the launching, landing or taking on board of any military 
device; 
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(g) the loading or unloading of any commodity, currency or 
person contrary to the customs, fiscal, immigration or 
sanitary laws and regulations of the coastal State; 
(h) any act of willful and serious pollution contrary to this 
Convention; 
(i) any fishing activities; 
(j) the carrying out of research or survey activities; 
(k) any act aimed at interfering with any systems of 
communication or any other facilities or installations of 
the coastal State; 
(1) any other activity not having a direct bearing on passage 
Given all the above background information, it would be disputable to define 
the US EP-3E reconnaissance plane's activities 50-70 miles along the Chinese 
coast as "of peaceful purpose" or "internationally lawful uses" of the sea. 
The Washington Post, however, gave little background of the UNCLOS as well 
as little discussion on it other than quoting very briefly Zhu Bangzao's comment 
at the end of the article "U.S. Crew in 'Good Health, As Strain Builds Over 
Plane" dated April 4’ 2001, and a simple analysis by professor Ruth Wedgwood 
of Yale Law School on China's right to regulate only economic and 
environmental threats instead of security threats in the zone^ Lane's article 
revealed that the United States has never ratified the treaty, but it has declared 
that it will honor its provisions as a matter of international custom. However, 
in the case of the Hainan plane crash, it seemed that the U.S. gave little 
consideration to the provisions of the UNCLOS and had asserted that China was 
the one that violated the treaty. 
8 WP, A 28, April 6, 2001, Charles Lane, Past Actions Undercut U.S. Case, Lawyers Say 
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Defending US Interpretation Of ‘International Airspace' 
While having played down China's claim of exclusive economic zone, The 
Washington Post remarked that China rather kept the public focused on the 
depiction of itself as the victim of the collision rather than engaging in the U.S. 
arguments about how the collision occurred in international airspace^. 
Reports of The Washington Post aligned with the official line that the collision 
occurred in international airspacei。，legitimizing the mission of the EP-3 plane 
damaged by the intercepting Chinese fighter jets, and that the U.S. 
reconnaissance activities should not be changed or stopped by Chinese protests 
subsequent to the collision as the activities are legal movements through 
international airspace ^ . Quotations from U.S. officials supporting the 
continuation of the reconnaissance flights were played up, such as Cheney 
statement that the flights of whatever purposes should be allowed in 
international airspace, which gave no thought to the international 
understanding that even flights over the high seas should be of peaceful 
purposes'^. Some examples are quoted below: 
As long as the flights are in international airspace, Washington 
contends, thev are legal and show no hostile intent. "We absolutely 
have to continue to exercise our rights, and it is a right to be in 
international airspace for whatever purpose, and if that includes 
9 WP, A 21, April 11, 2001, John Pomfret and Philip P. Pan, China Preparing Public 
to Mourn a Hero： Decision to Release U.S. Crew Could Follow Beijing's Conclusion 
of Search for Fighter Pilot 
WP,A17, April 3, 2001, Edward Walsh, Crew Had 'Destruction Plan'; Plane's 
Personnel Trained to Destroy Equipment, Data 
“WP, A 1’ April 9, 2001, Steven Mufson and Vernon Loeb, U.S. Warns Of Damaged 
Relations With China; Cheney, Powell Urge Return of Navy Crew; WP, A 28, April 6, 
2001, Charles Lane, Past Actions Undercut U.S. Case, Lawyers Say; WP, A 28’ April 
6, 2001, Steven Mufson, Apology Or Regret: Not Just Wordplay; For U.S., Choice of 
Term Has Broad Implications 
12 WP, A 4, April 16, 2001’ Thomas E. Ricks. Carrier May Move to S. China Sea; U.S. 
Could Use Fighter Jets to Protect Reconnaissance Flights 
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collection of intelligence, that's appropriate," Cheney said. (WP, A 1’ 
April 9, 2001, Steven Mufson and Vernon Loeb, U.S. Warns Of 
Damaged Relations With China; Cheney, Powell Urge Return of Navy 
Crew) 
Blair did not recommend that the F-14s and F/A-18 fighters actually 
escort the U.S. reconnaissance planes, a third official emphasized. 
That's because the United States wants to underscore its view that the 
flights aren't acts of underhanded espionage, but legal and overt 
movements through international airspace, said a Navy official in 
Washington. (WP, A 4, April 16, 2001, Thomas E. Ricks, Carrier 
May Move to S. China Sea; U.S. Could Use Fighter Jets to Protect 
Reconnaissance Flights) 
Following the above discussion, we could see that The Washington Post tended 
to align with the official sources claiming that the collision took place in 
international airspace and reinforced the official position throughout its reports 
during the crisis. There were few attempts to bring in China's competing 
voice that the collision took place in its exclusive economic zone. As a result, 
even the paper had later covered the Chinese government's protesting of U.S. 
surveillance activities as being illegal and too close to the Chinese coasts'^ 
and the meetings between the U.S. and Chinese governments to discuss U.S. 
surveillance flights along Chinese c o a s t s a s quoted below, its American 
readers were not given the necessary background information to judge or 
comment on the Chinese claim. 
In two Foreign Ministry news conferences today, fortified by a 
statement from Jiang, China wagged its finger at the United States, 
challenging the U.S. version of the collision Sunday between the U.S. 
plane and a Chinese F-8 interceptor. China, whose pilot bailed out and 
WP, A I, April 4, 2001, John Pomfret, New Nationalism Drives Beijing; Hardline 
Reflects Public Mood; WP, A 1, April 7, 2001’ Thomas E. Ricks, Anger Over Flights 
Grew In Past Year： Proximity Riled China; U.S. Cited Interceptors 
"WP, A 4, April 16, 2001, Thomas E. Ricks, Carrier May Move to S. China Sea; U.S. 
Could Use Fighter Jets to Protect Reconnaissance Flights 
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is still missing, accused the United States of breaking international 
law and abusing international regulations. (WP, A 1, April 4, 2001, 
John Pomfret, New Nationalism Drives Beijing; Hard Line Reflects 
Public Mood) 
The senior U.S. military officer at the Honolulu meeting, Marine Lt. 
Gen. Michael Hagee, yesterday confirmed that account, although he 
said he thought the tone of the conversation was better than the 
Chinese officer remembered. Hagee said that when the Chinese raised 
the issue of electronic surveillance flights, he replied, "It is 
international airspace, and we have no intention of modifying what 
we are doing." (WP, A 1, April 7, 200J, Thomas E. Ricks, Anger 
Over Flights Grew In Past Year; Proximity Riled China; U.S. Cited 
Interceptors) 
To summarize, from assuming that the collision took place in the "international 
airspace" as a matter of fact at the beginning, to ignoring the international 
agreement UNCLOS (because the U.S. was not one of signatories) and 
reinforcing the U.S. interpretation of international airspace, The Washington 
Post had anchored the collision firmly in the international airspace constructed 
according to U.S. interpretation of international laws. The UNCLOS was 
barely mentioned in the paper's coverage and China was then accused of 
relying on its "unilateral determination of coastal limits" to demand 
peremptorily a halt to the espionage flights in the Post's editorial on April 22, 
2005: 
With the 24 American airmen and women finally freed, the Bush team 
has used the incident's aftermath to insist on a truthful accounting of 
the accident and to emphasize U.S. determination to respect 
international law in continuing its flights over international waters. 
China relies instead on its unilateral determination of coastal limits to 
demand peremptorily a halt to the espionage flights. (WP, B 7, April 
22, 2001, Jim Hoagland, Editorial, China, Revealing Its True Nature) 
- 6 0 -
It was understood that articles in editorial pages could be expression of 
opinions and should not be expected to be as objective as news. Nevertheless, 
the news reports in the newspapers were also found to have a tendency to align 
with the U.S. officials' American-centric interpretation of international laws by 
quoting frequently official sources and tagging the label "international 
airspace" whenever it mentioned the collision. In other words, it had been 
defending the official U.S. position in defining the navy's activities near China 
as over an international airspace, and played down China's challenges to the 
legitimacy of the U.S. navy's activities over its exclusive economic zone. 
Landing In Accordance With International Procedures 
Also under the international law and order frame was The Washington Post's 
framing of the landing of the U.S. surveillance plane on China's airfield as a 
legal landing. In contrast with the provocative and aggressive image of the 
Chinese intercepting planes'^ it presented a peace-loving image of the U.S. 
surveillance flights, which to put in common words was actually spying along 
Chinese coast. The paper repeated that the U.S. crew had broadcast an 
international "Mayday" and was "accompanied" by the Chinese fighter jet 
before entering the Chinese airspace and landing on China's Lingshui airfield 
in accordance with international established procedures'^. 
The U.S. position is that Chinese military fliers need to be more 
predictable and careful when carrying out such missions in 
international airspace. Among the standard procedures worked out by 
“WP, A 24, April 12, 2001, Thomas E. Ricks, U.S. to Seek End to China's Aggressive 
Air Intercepts 
16 WP, A 24, April 12, 2001, Thomas E. Ricks, U.S. to Seek End to China's Aggressive 
Air Intercepts 
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Russian and U.S. pilots during the Cold War, the official said, are that 
a fighter jet should approach on the left side of the intercepted aircraft, 
remain visible to its pilot and maintain a safe distance. (WP, A 24, 
April 12, 2001, Thomas E. Ricks, U.S. to Seek End to China's 
Aggressive Air Intercepts) 
U.S. officials have said the plane issued a Mayday signal and carried 
out an emergency landing. A Pentagon official said U.S. authorities 
do not know whether the crew of the EP-3 communicated directly 
with the Chinese control tower and asked permission to land. But, he 
said, the U.S. plane was accompanied throughout the flight by the 
second Chinese F-8, following established international procedures. 
(WP, A I, April 4, 2001, Philip P. Pan and John Pomfret, U.S. Crew in 
'Good Health'As Strain Builds Over Plane) 
The Chinese government, however, disputed that the U.S. reconnaissance 
plane had obtained necessary clearance before landing on China's Lingshui 
airfield and therefore it was not a completed procedure. The U.S. government 
later also expressed "sorry" for the navy plane's landing on Chinese soil 
without requesting permission, but held that the crew had broadcast an 
international "Mayday". 
In the latest wording, officials said, President Bush would be willing 
to express regret that the U.S. aircraft landed on Chinese soil without 
requesting permission, although the Navy EP-3E Aries II had 
broadcast an international "Mayday." (WP, A 1, April 11, 2001, Mike 
Allen and Philip P. Pan, U.S. Offers China Revised Wording; Talks 
Over Surveillance Plane Standoff Show Signs of Progress) 
"Although the full picture of what transpired is still unclear, 
according to our information, our severely crippled aircraft made an 
emergency landing after following international emergency 
procedures. We are very sorry the entering of China's airspace and the 
landing did not have verbal clearance, but very pleased the crew 
landed safely." (WP, A 1, April 12, 2001, Philip P. Pan and John 
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Pomfret, American Crew Heads Home; China Accepts Letter of 
Regret) 
The paper stressed that it was an emergency landing and that the crew had 
done its part in accordance with international protocol, which unfortunately 
received no clearance from the Chinese authority. Again, it appeared that the 
U.S. and Chinese authorities had adopted different international protocols 
when dealing with the landing of the U.S. reconnaissance plane and the blame 
was again placed on China's failure to respond to U.S. requests, rather than 
U.S. crew's failure to secure permission before landing on China airfield. 
The pilot of our damaged spy plane had a great deal on his mind at 
the time, and thought he was following international protocol when he 
sent a Mayday signal to Hainan airfield, the nearest available airport; 
but that wasn't enough for China. (WP, B 1, April 15, 2001, Mary 
Mcgrory, Outhok (Commentary), Who's Sorry Now?) 
From the commentary above, we can see that even the U.S. admitted its fault 
for landing on China without permission, it was thought that China's claim that 
the plane did not receive permission to land was only due to its own 
incompliance with the international protocol. This put the blame back on 
China's incompliance with the international protocol although the U.S. had 
actually violated China's landing procedures. 
Moreover, there was little discussion on whether a reconnaissance plane should 
enjoy the same protection by international laws as commercial planes, given 
that the plane's landing could have been perceived as threatening the security 
of the coastal state, in this case - China. With a narrow focus on the part of 
international procedures taken by the U.S. crew, instead of a full coverage on 
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the international procedures necessary to be taken by both parties especially 
when dealing with the landing of military aircrafts, the paper had rationalized 
the illegal landing of the navy plane on China's airfield. In short, the Post 
had been upholding U.S. official positions in defining the location of the 
collision as being over an "international airspace" and the U.S. crew's landing 
on China's airfield was in accordance with "international procedures" though 
without response from the Chinese authorities. And it was clear that these 
two fundamental positions were to legitimize U.S. reconnaissance activities 
close to Chinese coasts and to justify, if not, legalize the landing of the U.S. 
navy plane on Chinese soil without obtaining Chinese permission respectively. 
International-Law-Breaker vs. International-Law-Keeper 
Following the previous discussion, we may also find that The Washington Post 
had a tendency to portray the U.S. crew and the country as a peace-loving 
country engaging in internationally lawful missions in an international airspace 
in accordance with internationally established procedures. The image of the 
U.S. being an intemational-law-keeper was firmly upheld and justified against 
China's accusations that the U.S. reconnaissance activities close to Chinese 
coasts were not legitimate and that the U.S. navy plane's landing on Chinese 
airfield without permission was not legal. 
On the other hand, China's claim of international practice in tracking U.S. 
surveillance planes and international precedents in examining the stranded 
military aircraft was never left unchallenged. For example, when quoting the 
Chinese Foreign Ministry's claim that it was international practice for the 
Chinese fighter jet to track the U.S. surveillance plane, the claim was 
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immediately followed by a U.S. official response on past U.S. protests that the 
shadowing Chinese jets were too aggressive and not following their obligation 
to stay away from the bigger reconnaissance plane. 
A spokesman for the Chinese Foreign Ministry. Zhu Bangzao. said it 
was "international practice" for the Chinese F-8s to track the U.S. 
surveillance plane. But Adm. Dennis Blair, head of the U.S. Pacific 
Command, said today that the intercepts had become more aggressive 
recently, endangering U.S. and Chinese planes and crew. Blair said 
the United States had protested China's aggressive tactics before the 
collision. (WP, A 1, April 2, 2001, John Pomfret, U.S., Chinese 
Warplaiies Collide Over S. China Sea; Crew of 24 Americans Lands 
on Chinese Island) 
In Hawaii, Adm. Dennis Blair, head of the U.S. Pacific Command, 
said that the EP-3 flies at about half the speed of the Chinese fighters 
and that "under international airspace rules, the faster . . . aircraft has 
the obligation to stav out of the way of the slower aircraft." (WP, A 14, 
April 2, 2001, Guy Gugliotta, U.S. Expects Return of Plane, Crew; 
Determining Cause Critical as Both Sides Assess Blame) 
In Jim Hoagland's editorial on April 22, 2001 (WP, B 7, April 22，2001, Jim 
Hoagland, Editorial China, Revealing Its True Nature), there was even crude 
accusation on China's manipulation of international law and facts. This may 
not be taken as objective presentation of the paper with the understanding that 
an editorial could make a statement in the position of a newspaper. 
Nevertheless, the editorial did compose a major part of the representation of 
China in the newspaper in addition to news reports. 
As a whole, The Washington Post had framed China as an international 
law-breaker, which was in stark contrast to the frame of the U.S. as an 
international law-keeper. Through drawing references to China's negative 
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past records, the paper put China in the position of an 
intemational-law-breaker and therefore discredited its claims of international 
rights during the Hainan Crisis. As a result, one may conclude that under the 
common assumption that "past records speak for future actions", framing of 
China as an intemational-law-breaker actually served the same purpose of 
legalizing and legitimizing U.S. claims by the approach of undermining 
China's credibility in challenging the U.S. interpretations of international laws 
related to the crisis. 
American Control Of International Organizations 
Following the framing of China as an intemational-law-breaker, the plane 
collision near Hainan also led to a common frame of American control over 
China's eligibility for admission to the international community, especially 
hosting the Olympic Games which was under discussion during the crisis. 
This frame was mainly found in the editorial pages of the newspapers instead 
of the news sections, as the discussions were not directly related to the 
collision and was normally not supported by factual evidence. Quoted below 
are some examples under the frame: 
As it happens, we have a big say in whether they get it. We should 
make absolutely clear that our post-Hainan say is: No. Their 
violations of the norms of international behavior ~ harassing our 
planes in international airspace，holding our people hostage, 
demanding apologies for an action for which they were responsible — 
make them unfit for the legitimacy that comes with holding the 
Olympics. (WP, A 31, April 12, 2001, Charles Krauthammer, 
Editorial, Two Very Sorries •..) 
But today's China is more complicated. The country has a mixed 
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record during the past two decades, liberalizing economically while 
keeping its nasty apparatus of political repression. As with other 
authoritarian regimes that went capitalist ~ Chile, Taiwan, South 
Korea ~ the surest way to push Chinese liberalization is to encourage 
Beijing to keep freeing up the economy, enmesh it in global trade and 
international institutions and keep the world's attention focused on its 
human-rights abuses. (WP, A 17, April 16, 2001, Fareed Zakaria, 
Editorial, Bush's Grown-Up Approach to China...) 
Washington should continue to press for immediate Chinese 
admission to the World Trade Organization. Getting China to accept -
and live up to - new international obligations and regulations is in the 
U.S. interest. (WP, B 7, April 22, 2001, Jim Hoagland, Editorial, 
China, Revealing Its True Nature) 
From the above quotations, it showed that the U.S. worried on the one hand 
that acceptance of China by international organizations would only lend it 
greater ambition and power to act against the U.S; but on the other hand, it was 
confident at its influence over international organizations to play against the 
mischievous China by pushing or blocking its entry to world organizations. 
Many of the threatening actions against China were not well-supported and did 
not materialize eventually, but the frame that the U.S. was in control of China's 
accession into the world community during the crisis had helped to position the 
U.S. in the moral high ground of leading China into the right course acceptable 
to the world community. In other words, the frame actually indirectly 
contributed to the general frame that the U.S. was in a better position to define 
international laws and orders than China. 
To summarize, although China disputed whether its "exclusive economic 
zone” could be regarded as "international water/airspace" and a 
"reconnaissance plane" loaded with highly sensitive intelligence gathering 
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equipments should enjoy equal sovereignty immunity like other commercial 
planes in distress, The Washington Posfs coverage was mainly devoted to the 
international law and order frame justifying the legitimacy of the U.S. 
surveillance activities along China's coasts and the legality of the U.S. navy 
plane's landing on China's airfield. Moreover, smaller frames negating 
China's international image (i.e. China being an intemational-law-breaker), 
and reinforcing U.S. control of international organizations (i.e. American 
control over China) had indirectly contributed to the general frame that the U.S. 
was in a better position to define international law and international order. 
Given these frames on international law and order in the coverage of the 
collision, we may better understand why the U.S. public, as represented in the 
newspaper studied, seemed to be convinced that China was at fault and that no 
apology from the U.S. was necessary, because they were blind to China's 
contested definition of international airspace and international procedures. 
A2. International Law And Order(WT，s account) 
Similar to The Washington Post, The Washington Times also held that the 
collision took place in international airspace. It also played down China's 
claim of the exclusive economic zone 200 nautical miles off its coast and 
regarded Chinese objections to the U.S. plane's landing on Chinese soil 
without verbal clearance as the Chinese authority's ignorance of 
international procedures. 
Chinese Encroachment Into International Waters 
The dif ference between The Washington Times and The Washington Post was 
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that The Washington Times seemed to be fully convinced that anywhere beyond 
12 nautical miles off China's coast should be regarded as "international water" 
and therefore it had quoted many examples of past Sino-American 
confrontations in the "international water" off Chinese coasts to prove that the 
Chinese had a tendency to exercise disputed sovereignty within its exclusive 
economic zone. 
China claims sovereignty over the area 200 miles from its shore, a 
position disputed by the United States, which recognizes only the 
internationally accepted 12-mile territorial limit. (WT, A 1, May 17, 
2001, Bill Gertz, Beijing readies China Sea exercises; Forces 
gathering on Hainan island) 
The run-in between the ships came within a 200-mile zone that China 
claims as an "Economic Exclusion Zone," but outside the 
internationally recognized 12-mile limit on territorial waters. (WT, A 
1, April 3, 2001, Bill Gertz and Bill Sammon, Bush demands prompt 
release of detained crew) 
In late March, shortly before the April 1 collision of the EP-3E and 
F-8, the Bowditch was threatened by a Chinese warship in 
international waters and forced to move out of a 200-mile economic 
exc lus ion zone that China is c la iming as its territory. During the April 
encounter, the Chinese warship pointed the fire-control radar of its 
guns on the Bowditch and ordered it to leave the area.... China's 
military claims such naval surveillance is not permitted within 200 
miles of China's coast an area Beijing is claiming as sovereign 
territory. The United States only accepts the internationally 
recognized 12-mile nautical limit. (WT, A 1, May 28, 2001, Bill Gertz, 
Reconnaissance plane covers China coast; Another U.S. aircraft is 
shadowed) 
Differentiations of "territorial sea", "exclusive economic zone" and "high sea" 
and the peaceful purposes of activities allowed in the "exclusive economic 
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zone" as well as the "high sea" as defined in the UNCLOS were not fully 
explained in its coverage of the Hainan Crisis. Without such background 
information, China's interception of U.S. surveillance activities off its 
immediate territorial waters was then framed as China's ambitious tendency to 
expand its control off its 12 nautical miles of territorial sea. 
In other words, unlike The Washington Post, which framed the collision in 
international airspace by minimizing coverage on China's claim of exclusive 
economic zone. The Washington Times not only held that the collision took 
place over international waters but also framed China's claim of sovereignty 
over its exclusive economic zone as that of China's ambition to extend its 
sovereignty beyond its territorial sea. It appeared to be an accusation that 
China had exercised undue control on international waters beyond its territorial 
sea and was therefore a step further than merely justifying the U.S. 
reconnaissance activities as being legitimate 50-70 nautical miles off China. 
Landing In Accordance With International Procedures 
Similar to The Washington Post, The Washington Times framed the crew's 
landing on China's airfield as in compliance with international procedures and 
reiterated that the plane had broadcast a "Mayday" before landing on China's 
Lingshui airfield. 
Its nose, a wing and one engine sheared by the collision with an F-8 
fighter, the EP-3E sent out a "mavdav" on an international frequency, 
then headed for the nearest airfield - the Lingshui naval air base. 
(WT, A 1, April 4, 2001, Rowan Scarborough, Crew scurried to 
destroy data of 'crown jewel') 
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The debriefing shows that the pilot did, in fact, try to follow 
international flight rules by seeking permission to land. The sources 
did not know if China received the radio signals. (WT, A 1, April 13, 
2001, Rowan Scarborough, Navy pilot says he asked to land, got no 
response) 
However, China disputed that no verbal clearance from the Chinese authority 
was given to the U.S. navy plane for landing and therefore the plane's entering 
China was regarded as an intrusion. The U.S. had later apologized to China 
for landing without verbal clearance on official record in a letter to Chinese 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, although it stressed that the plane was in 
emergency state and that it had followed international procedures. 
Although the full picture of what transpired is still unclear, according 
to our information, our severely crippled aircraft made an emergency 
landing after following international emergency procedures. We are 
very sorry the entering of China's airspace and the landing did not 
have verbal clearance, but very pleased the crew landed safely. We 
appreciate China's efforts to see to the well-being of our crew. (WT, 
A 1, April 12, 2001, Beijing says U.S. admits responsibility in letter- A 
letter from U,S. Ambassador Joseph Prueher to Chinese Minister of 
Foreign Affairs Tang Jiaxuan) 
The letter, however, asserts that the United States followed 
international law. (WT, A 1, April 12, 2001, Joseph Curl, China 
releases crew of downed plane; Bush does not give in to apology 
demands) 
Nevertheless, we could find in both The Washington Times ‘ and The 
Washington Post's framing of the U.S. crew's landing on Chinese airfield the 
focus had been placed in the crew's having broadcast a "Mayday" instead of 
the fact that they had not received verbal clearance from the Chinese side 
before landing. This was likely because the U.S. government had officially 
-71 -
apologized to the Chinese over the landing without permission and therefore 
the newspapers were left little room for arguing that the plane had entered 
China with Chinese's authority's permission. 
International-law-breaker vs. International-law-keeper 
Similar to The Washington Post, The Washington Times framed the U.S. crew 
and the U.S. as intemational-law-keepers following international laws and 
international procedures. In contrast, without being given sufficient 
background information about the UNCLOS and the fact that the crippled 
plane was engaged in espionage activities, China's interception of U.S. 
reconnaissance activities within its exclusive economic zone, detention of the 
U.S. crew and investigation of the damaged plane were framed as actions 
against international practices. 
"This is a tragic military accident that could have been avoided if 
Chinese pilots had respected the laws of international airspace." Mr. 
Warner said. (WT, A 1, April 2, 2001, Bill Gertz, U.S. spy plane 
lands in China after collision; Crew detained; Chinese fighter 
crashes) 
Concern over China's unwillingness to abide by international 
agreements now focuses on its detention of 24 U.S. military men and 
women after their surveillance plane landed on Hainan Island 
following a collision with a Chinese jet over international waters. (WT, 
A 13, April 6, 2001, Ben Barber, China dodges accord restrictions) 
Past discussions about China's violation of international agreements were also 
brought up in support of the frame that China was an intemational-law-breaker. 
China has repeatedly violated international agreements that it signed 
in recent years by transferring nuclear and missile technology., 
allowing pirated U.S. movies and computer software to be sold 
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openly and violating human rights conventions, analysts and officials 
say. (WT, A 13, April 6, 2001, Ben Barber, China dodges accord 
restrictions) 
Occasionally, the paper quoted sources that seemed to support the view that 
China was acting more in accord with international rules as quoted below. 
Such descriptions however also gave an impression that the country was not 
mature enough in applying international laws. 
Despite its refusal to abide bv agreements, China is acting "more and 
more in accord with international rules." said Douglas Paal, Asia 
director of the White House National Security Council under 
President George Bush. (WT, A 13, April 6, 2001, Ben Barber, 
China dodges accord restrictions) 
"What thev are talking about is a measured approach to give the 
Chinese a chance to come to grips with international law." (WT, A 1, 
April 18, 2001, Joseph Curl, China could force U.S. to escort 
planes： Surveillance flights may be joined by fighter jets) 
To summarize, the two newspapers basically held similar frames representing 
the U.S. as being an intemational-law-keeper skilled in interpreting and 
applying international laws; and in contrast, China as an 
intemational-law-breaker, which had been violating international laws or rules. 
The juxtaposition of the U.S. as an intemational-law-keeper and China as an 
intemational-law-breaker had similarly positioned the U.S. on a higher 
standing in interpreting international laws despite, from the Chinese 
perspective, the U.S. had also violated the UNCLOS in conducting espionage 
activities within China's exclusive economic zone and landing on Chinese 
airfield without securing verbal clearance from the Chinese authority. 
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American Control Of International Organizations 
Similar to The Washington Post, The Washington Times reflected a threatening 
tone of U.S. opposition to China's bidding of the 2008 Olympics Games and 
demonstrated confidence in affecting China's involvement in the international 
community as conveyed through its editorial pages. The difference was that 
The Washington Times also made an extreme comparison of China to Nazi 
Germany and heavily suspected China's enthusiastic involvement in the 
international community without compromising its sovereignty and adopting 
democracy. 
What will we say when the International Olympic Committee (IOC) 
meets in Moscow on July 13 to decide whether Beijing, Istanbul, 
Osaka, Paris or Toronto is the venue for the 2008 summer Olympics? 
Can we support the IOC repeating the mistake of 1936. when Adolf 
Hitler used the Olympics as a propaganda bonanza? (WT, A 15, 
April 16, 2001, Oliver North, Commentary, Clash of definitions and 
deceptions) 
Despite real strides toward economic modernization and production, 
China's dominating leaders remain obsessed (sometimes strategically 
so) with Chinese history. Every foreigner can become, overnight, an 
old colonial oppressor. At heart, even as it seeks to Join international 
organizations like the World Trade Organization (for its own 
purposes^ the regime rejects any ideas about the loss of 
sovereignty.. • .More and more analysts are asking: How much farther 
can China go with modernizing the economy without modernizing its 
political system? How long can China bask in xenophobia while at 
the same time demanding of the rest of the world that it accept her in 
all of the end-of-sovereigntv international organizations? Where is 
China going to get investment money, technology or international 
forbearance if，as is certain if this crisis worsens, it turns its U.S. 
constituencies in the business world and in Congress against it? (WT, 
A 13, April 11, 2001, Georgie Anne Geyer, Commentary, In crisis, 
China reverts to old ways) 
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To summarize, in terms of the international frames, The Washington Post and 
The Washington Times were generally standing on the same front of defending 
the U.S. claims that the collision took place over international airspace, the U.S. 
navy plane's landing on Chinese airfield was in accordance with international 
procedures, and creating an image that the U.S. was an 
intemational-law-keeper with much confidence in influencing China's 
involvement in the international community. 
The major difference was that The Washington Times tended to quote past 
examples or speculations of Chinese violation of international agreements or 
examples of Sino-American confrontations near Chinese coasts in support of 
its frame on China's encroachment into international waters; whereas The 
Washington Post remained rather focused in reporting the Hainan Crisis. This 
could be partially explained by the fact that much of the coverage in The 
Washington Times was contributed by two military columnists, Bill Gertz and 
Rowan Scarborough, who had been reporting on China largely with leaks from 
U.S. military (Appendix 2). 
From the above discussion, we may find that while the two newspapers 
showed consistency in applying international frames in defending U.S. 
position during the Hainan Crisis, the examples and sources they quoted in 
support of the frames varied with the newspapers' usual focus of interest as 
well as journalistic style. Therefore, it was not surprising to find that The 
Washington Times had used more extreme languages and military illustrations 
than The Washington Post, and The Washington Post had paid more attention 
to the Chinese reactions to the crisis and the plane crash's impact on China's 
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leadership and democratic movement as shown in the articles fed back by its 
foreign correspondents in Beijing. 
B. U.S. Peacekeeping Surveillance 
In addition to the location of the crash, the identity of the navy plane being 
detained by China and the nature of its mission during the Hainan Crisis, were 
key issues in legitimizing its activities and eligibility for protection under 
international laws because "spying" is not usually protected by any 
international agreements. As a result, we would find that the keyword 
"spying" or "spy", although had appeared occasionally, was generally kept out 
of the coverage of the two newspapers especially in news reports which 
constituted the largest portion of the coverage. Instead, a surveillance frame 
was constructed to neutralize the activities and the mission of the navy plane, 
giving an image that the navy plane was engaged in routine surveillance 
activities, which were normal activities or even for the purpose of 
peacekeeping in Asia. 
There Was No Spying 
Three days after the collision of the U.S. navy plane and the Chinese fighter jet 
near Hainan, U.S. officials defined the identity of the navy plane as 
"reconnaissance" plane or a "surveillance" plane for the American media in a 
press conference. They denied that the stranded plane was a "spy" plane and 
that the people on the plane were "spies" on the ground that they were not in 
disguise or stealing things. 
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Tuesday, Rear Adm. Craig Quigley, the Navy spokesman, said 
the U.S. EP-3E Aries II plane that China is holding is not a 
"spy" plane. It is a "reconnaissance" plane, or a "surveillance" 
plane, and not doing "espionage." "I think of 'spy' and I think 
of 'covert,' and I think of disguises and stealing things and stuff 
like that," Quigley said. The people on the plane, therefore, are 
not "spies.，’(W/^  C 1, April 5, 2001, Dana Milbank, No Spies. 
No Incident. No Apology.; White House Tiptoes Verbally on 
China Affair) 
From the above quotation, it was shown that the U.S. government had given 
the American media an overt suggestion on the choice of words for their 
coverage of the Hainan Crisis and that the media were aware of the 
government's deliberate choice of words and appeared to held different views 
(Appendix 3). However, did they ultimately follow the government's 
suggestion? The following table shows that in the case of The Washington 
Post and The Washington Times, indeed "spy" and "spy plane" were less 
frequently used than the official recommendations of "reconnaissance" or 
"surveillance". 
Table 6. Frequency of appearance of selected keywords 
_ Keywords | WP | WT 
^ “ 49 76 
Spy plane ^ 
EP-3E ^ ^ 
Reconnaissance ^ 
Surveillance 
While it was hard to prove if the two newspapers were influenced by the 
official guideline mentioned above or if they happened to have the same 
definition of "spy" as the official definition, it was found that coincidentally 
the word "spy" was kept out of most reports during the Hainan Crisis and that 
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the notion of "spying" was neutralized as "reconnaissance" or "surveillance" in 
both The Washington Post 's and The Washington Times' coverage of the crisis. 
It seemed that the U.S. officials were rather successful in framing the identity 
of the plane, in a neutral sense, as "surveillance" or "reconnaissance" plane; 
and therefore helping to justify the existence of U.S. surveillance activities 
near the Chinese coast. While it may be too strong to accuse the two 
newspapers of lying, they seemed to have performed what Michael Parenti 
(1993) termed as "face-value transmission": 
One way to lie is to accept at face value what are known to be lies, 
passing them on to the public without adequate confirmation or 
countervailing response. Face-value transmission has characterized 
the press's performance in almost every area of domestic and foreign 
policy....Without saying a particular story is true or not, but treating it 
at face value, the press engages in the propaganda of 
misinformation — while maintaining it is being merely non-committal 
and objective. (Michael Parenti, 1993) 
It is understandable that the two newspapers had no reason to disbelieve what 
were handed out by the government or official sources. Nevertheless, as 
Parenti suggested it, journalists could have taken one step further to verify the 
information offered by the official sources as well. 
"The lie (or face-value transmission, in a more neutral sense) comes 
in the press's automatic readiness to do face-value transmission, to act 
as an uncritical stenographer for the national security state, neglecting 
to question the sparsity or nonexistence of evidence and the 
implausibility of the claim, failing to seek confirming sources, 
overlooking contradictions in the story, asking few penetrating or 
debunking questions, and ignoring opposing testimony, facts, and 
interpretations. (Michael Parenti, 1993) 
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With more in-depth analysis of the two newspapers' coverage, it was not 
difficult to find that the papers' reports on the nature of the U.S. navy plane 
and its activities were activities targeting on collecting military intelligence 
from China - which was what China defined as spying or threatening its 
national security. Some quotations found in The Washington Post are given 
below for example: 
About a dozen EP-3E aircraft are used to intercept radio, telephone 
and fax communications, and to gather information on the military 
movements and capabilities of potential adversaries. The plane is not 
available for purchase by other nations. (WP, A 17, April 3, 2001, 
Edward Walsh, Crew Had 'Destruction Plan'; Plane's Personnel 
Trained to Destroy Equipment, Data) 
The basic role of the EP-3s. said a retired Navy expert, is to "fill in 
the gaps" left bv the constellation of U.S. spy satellites that specialize 
in eavesdropping on telephone and radio conversations and other 
electronic communications. Satellites cannot be overhead all the time. 
and planes are useful for catching electronic emissions from smaller 
military sites as well as from exercises timed to evade satellite 
surveillance. (WP, A 1, April 7, 2001, Thomas E. Ricks, Anger Over 
Flights Grew In Past Year; Proximity Riled China; U.S. Cited 
Interceptors) 
Pike said the EP-3E can intercept communications that are broadcast 
and pinpoint the location of military headquarters, ships, radio and 
radar installations and other electronic equipment in use. "Basically, 
they just fly down the coast of China and check to see who is at 
home," he said. (WP, A 17, April 3, 2001, Edward Walsh, Crew Had 
'Destruction Plan'; Plane's Personnel Trained to Destroy Equipment, 
Data) 
Following the collision, which occurred in international airspace 70 
nautical miles southeast of Hainan Island, the U.S. plane plummeted 
8,000 feet before the pilot succeeded in righting it. At that point, the 
Western sources said, the U.S. crew began destroying sensitive 
software and data in the technology-laden aircraft. (WP, A 1, April 5, 
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2001, John Pomfret, Fighter Jet Flew Below U.S. PLANE Before 
Impact) 
U.S. intelligence-gathering aircraft stay in international airspace about 
40 to 50 miles off the Chinese coast, according to veteran 
reconnaissance pilots. The United States does not intend to shift the 
flight paths farther out to sea because that would reduce their ability 
to monitor Chinese radar and radio signals, the U.S. official said. At 
any rate, he added, "the geographic area we've been flying has been 
fixed for years." (WP, A 24’ April 12, 2001, Thomas E. Ricks, U.S. 
to Seek End to China's Aggressive Air Intercepts) 
From the above quotations from The Washington Post, it was disclosed that the 
stranded U.S. plane had gathered some sensitive information, which the crew 
hurried to destroy before landing on China. It was also disclosed that the type 
of the plane stranded was designed for eavesdropping purpose and had been 
gathering radio signals from Chinese military locations. In Thomas Ricks' 
article on April 12，2001, it was even overtly pointed out that "the United 
States does not intend to shift the flight paths farther out to sea because that 
would reduce their ability to monitor Chinese radar and radio signals." 
Looking for inconsistencies or contradictions is one way to detect frames as 
Michael Parenti suggested: 
There is also the internal evidence found in the press itself. We can 
detect inconsistencies among reports in the mainstream 
press....information that supports the official view is given top play 
while developments that seem not to fit are relegated to the back 
pages. Also, like any liar the press is filled with contradictions. 
(Michael Parenti, 1993) 
Turning to The Washington Times, similar contradictory disclosures on the 
activities of an EP-3E were also found. It was said to have engaged in 
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missions such as "listening in on hostile-nation communications": 
Pentagon officials have said that EP-3E pilots are trained to fly 
"straight and level" as they follow precise routes along coastlines in 
international waters, listening in on hostile-nation communications. 
(WT, A 1, April 7, 2001, Rowan Scarborough, China pilot gives 
version of incident; U.S. differs) 
Similar to The Washington Post, its sources also emphasized that the 
reconnaissance flights had been following routes along Chinese coastlines that 
were fixed for years, so that it appeared justified for the U.S. to continue the 
activities along Chinese coasts. The difference was that The Washington 
Times quoted sources who further justified that the U.S. reconnaissance 
activities along Chinese coastlines were for the stability of Asia and peace in 
the region: 
"The flying of these flights is an important part of our national 
security." said spokesman Richard Boucher. "It's an important part of 
stability in Asia. It's a decision that we make, where to fly, as long as 
we're in international airspace, when to fly, as long as we're in 
international airspace, and that we will continue to make those 
decisions on our own." (WT, A 1, April 17, 2001, Joseph Curl, U.S. 
vows hard line on China; Delegation to demand plane, says 
reconnaissance will resume) 
"The United States will always reserve the right to operate over 
international waters and international airspace to protect the needs of 
our neighbors, to promote regional stability and secure peace: which 
is why our nation, and many other nations, fly reconnaissance 
missions, “ Mr. Fleischer said. (WT, A 1, April 17, 2001, Joseph 
Curl, U.S. vows hard line on China; Delegation to demand plane, 
says reconnaissance will resume) 
It seemed from the above quotations that the U.S. reconnaissance activities 
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along Chinese coasts are of peaceful or peacekeeping purposes. However, 
one must be aware that the justifications were based on The Washington Times ‘ 
usual assumptions that China's was the potential hostile nation in Asia and that 
the U.S. was obliged to monitor the military development in China, especially 
for the purpose of defending Taiwan's independence or its allies in Asia such 
as Japan. 
While "reconnaissance" and "surveillance" are relatively neutral terms than 
"spying", the gathering of military information presumably from an "enemy 
territory" could hardly justify the plane's mission as "innocent" or of 
"peaceful" purpose with no hostile intention. Therefore, although the 
stranded plane was framed as a "reconnaissance" or "surveillance" plane or an 
even more neutralized technical term "EP-3E", the two newspapers' 
disclosures when justifying the importance of continuing the routine 
surveillance activities or counting the loss of sensitive information to the 
Chinese government indirectly revealed the frequent intelligence gathering 
activities of the U.S. planes along China's coastline, which in essence could 
also be defined as "spying". And if the activities of the stranded plane were 
defined as spying or not being an innocent passage, then the plane's flights off 
Chinese coast and the claim for protection after its landing on China's airfield 
will be questionable because spying activities are normally not under the 
protection of international laws as to be discussed below. 
China's Illesal Boarding Of U.S. Surveillance Plane 
Established on the frame that there was no spying but only surveillance, the 
two newspapers, especially The Washington Times, played up criticism and 
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official protests towards China's boarding of the damaged U.S. navy plane for 
investigation and that according to international laws, for example, the 1944 
Chicago Convention on International Civil Aviation, China should undertake 
to provide assistance to the stranded U.S. navy plane and refrain from entering 
the plane as it would have been considered a U.S. territory. The Chinese 
boarding of the navy plane for investigation was therefore considered a breach 
of international agreement, an illegal act upon the stranded U.S. plane. This 
did not only blur the identity of the stranded U.S. plane as a state (navy) 
aircraft but also reinforce the frame that China was an 
intemational-law-breaker as discussed earlier. 
"And a piece of American property is a piece of American territory 
that under international law . . . is considered the property of the 
parent country that should not be subject to search or seizure or 
confiscation without the specific invitation of the owning nation," 
Adm. Quigley said. fWT, A 1, April 3, 2001, Bill Gertz and Bill 
Sammon, Bush demands prompt release of detained crew) 
"Under the 1944 Chicago Convention on International Civil Aviation, 
China and the United States are parties which 'undertake to provide 
such measures of assistance to aircraft in distress in its territory as it 
may find practicable,' “ said Mr. Arend, citing the convention....China 
has no legal right, under international agreements accepted by both 
China and the United States, to detain the crew or to enter the U.S. 
spy plane that was forced to land on Hainan Island, international legal 
scholars said yesterday. (WT, A 1, April 4, 2001, Ben Barber, Global 
treaties deny China right to enter U.S. aircraft) 
Second, the PLA illegally detained the badly damaged EP-3E and its 
crew after they made an emergency landing on Hainan Island. There 
is no debate that international law requires all nations to permit 
disabled aircraft safe landing and to provide assistance to the same. 
The Chinese government's claim that the EP-3E landed illegally is an 
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absurd display of ignorance of proper behavior between civilized 
nations. The extortion of "exit visa fees" from the crew was also an 
injustice and further diminishes China in the eyes of the 
world....Third, it is obvious that the People's Liberation Army or 
related intelligence personnel have illegally boarded the EP-3E and 
stolen equipment from it. There can be no other purpose for the line 
of trucks that was observed near it. Under international law, the 
EP-3E remains our property. It was and is the obligation of the 
government to protect it from looters and vandals until representatives 
of the United States are able to remove it from Chinese territory or 
otherwise dispose of it. (WT, A 11, April 14, 2001, Paul Bade, 
Letter-to-the-editor, Middle Kingdom's intemperate acts) 
The above were some examples of news reports as well as Letter-to-the-editor 
in The Washington Times which held a strong belief that the stranded U.S. navy 
plane should be protected from Chinese entrance under international 
agreements. 
However, with Michael Parenti (1993)'s view that "the single most common 
form of media misrepresentation is omission” and that "sometimes the 
unmentioned includes not just particular details of a story but the entire story 
itself - even ones about major events," it deserved some background research 
of the international agreements, e.g., the one quoted by both The Washington 
Post and The Washington Times - the 1944 Chicago Convention on 
International Civil Aviation,】？ to find out if the U.S. navy plane was under the 
protection of the said agreements. 
口 1944 Chicago Convention on International Civil Aviation: 
http://www.icao.int/icaonet/dcs/7300_8ed.pdf 
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In Article 3 of the Convention, it was clearly stated that the Convention "shall 
not be applicable to state aircraft", and "aircraft used in military, customs and 
police services shall be deemed to be state aircraft". 
Article 3 
Civil and state aircraft 
a) This Convention shall be applicable only to civil aircraft, and shall 
not be applicable to state aircraft. 
b) Aircraft used in military, customs and police services shall be 
deemed to be state aircraft. 
C) No state aircraft of a contracting State shall fly over the territory of 
another State or land thereon without authorization by special 
agreement or otherwise, and in accordance with the terms thereof. 
In Article 16，it was also prescribed that appropriate authorities of each of the 
contracting States shall have the right to search aircraft of the other contracting 
States on landing or departure. 
Article 16 
Search of aircraft 
The appropriate authorities of each of the contracting States shall have 
the right, without unreasonable delay, to search aircraft of the other 
contracting States on landing or departure, and to inspect the 
certificates and other documents prescribed by this Convention. 
Given the above background information, the U.S. protests against Chinese 
boarding of the stranded U.S. navy plane as illegal under international 
agreements did not seem to have been supported by the 1944 Chicago 
Convention on International Civil Aviation as the stranded U.S. plane was 
indisputably a "navy plane". It was true that the Chicago Convention did 
provide protection to aircraft in distress under its Article 25，which prescribed 
that "each contracting State undertakes to provide such measures of assistance 
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to aircraft in distress in its territory as it may find practicable," but one must 
taken into consideration the limitation of the Convention to protecting only 
civil aircrafts. The two newspapers, both The Washington Post and The 
Washington Times, however did not seem to have verified the claim of the U.S. 
officials and expert opinion and simply went along official line in defending 
the sovereignty of the U.S. navy plane sitting in China. 
To summarize, while the U.S. officials and the two selected newspapers 
coincidentally avoided associating the stranded U.S. plane with spying, some 
disclosures of the sensitive equipments in the plane and the past activities of 
similar flights revealed indirectly that the U.S. navy flights' activities near 
China's coastline were for the purpose of collecting military intelligence from 
China, which China defined as spying or threatening its national security. 
Moreover, a closer study of the 1944 Chicago Convention on International 
Civil Aviation，which the two selected newspapers quoted in support of their 
protests against Chinese boarding of the stranded plane, revealed that the 
Convention was not applicable to state aircraft, i.e. the stranded U.S. navy 
plane, and that the contracting State in which an accident occurs has the right 
to search an aircraft and investigate an accident involving death or indicating 
serious technical defects. In other words, while the two selected newspapers 
had been accusing China of not following international agreements, a close 
inspection of the 1944 Chicago Convention showed the U.S. surveillance 
flights along Chinese coasts were in fact not under the protection of the said 
international agreement. As a result of this failure to consult the relevant 
agreements/laws, the two newspapers were found to have driven by 
official/experts' line of thought and were unable to present aspects in the 1944 
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Chicago Convention on International Civil Aviation and the United Nations 
Convention on the Law of Sea that fell out of the official frames of 
surveillance and international airspace. With the neutralized frames, their 
American readers were therefore likely to be convinced that the U.S. navy 
plane was carrying out goodwill activities that deserved the protection of 
international laws and that it was the Chinese that had been violating 
international laws and challenging the peacekeeping efforts of the U.S. military 
in Asia. 
C. Victimized U.S. 
Other than the international and order frame and the surveillance frame 
discussed above, which were dominant frames in legitimizing the activities of 
the stranded U.S. navy plane along Chinese coasts, another important frame 
related specifically to the Hainan Crisis was the victimized U.S. frame which 
turned China into a bully instead of a victim in the collision. The most 
evident example was turning the missing Chinese pilot's wife Ruan Guoqin's 
appeal for an apology into a challenge on George W. Bush's power. The 
image of a Chinese woman challenging a U.S. President (who was new and 
regarded as weak at the time of the collision) as a "coward" was incredibly 
rude and that had probably contributed to the firming up of American 
opposition for an apology to China for the death of the Chinese pilot. 
How did the two newspapers contribute to the construction of the victimized 
U.S. frame? On April 6，2001，the missing Chinese pilot Wang Wei's wife 
wrote George W. Bush a letter with more than 1,000 words in Chinese, which 
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was translated and published in full in English by the Xinhua News Agency. 
Originally, the letter from Ruan Guoqin was meant to appeal for sympathy and 
an apology from the Bush administration. In the Chinese version of the letter 
she wrote, “现在我的丈夫生死未卜，对这样一起事实确凿、责任完全在美 
国的严重事件，你们竟然对中国吝啬得连句“道歉”都不说’反而一再推 
卸责任’无端地伤害我的丈夫 ° ” However, the letter was translated as, "So 
far，my husband has not been rescued. But in this serious matter with 
irrefutable facts and the responsibility completely resting on the U.S. side, you 
are too cowardly to voice an 'apology' and have been trying to shirk your 
responsibility repeatedly and defame my husband groundlessly." The 
Chinese phrase “吝啬” which carried a meaning opposite to generous, was 
translated as "cowardly" by the Xinhua News Agency and her appeal to the 
Bush Administration as a whole “你们” was taken as "you" referring to Bush 
alone. 
While Xinhua News Agency had mistranslated Ruan's complaint about the 
Bush's administration for being too ‘‘吝啬，，as being too "cowardly" to 
apologize, the two Washington papers seemed to have overlooked the 
discrepancy between the Chinese and the English version, and placed all their 
focus repeating the misinterpreted phrase. The Washington Times reported 
that "The woman had accused Mr. Bush of being too 'cowardly' to 
apologize.’’ 18 and The Washington Post wrote that Ruan Guoqin, the wife of 
missing pilot Wang Wei, had sent a letter to Bush earlier calling him "too 
cowardly to voice an 'apology.'"'^ They further twisted the meaning of the 
18 WT,A 1, April 10, 2001, Bill Sammon, Bush warns Beijing about 'damaged' ties 
19 WP, A 1. April 9, 2001, Steven Mufson and Vernon Loeb, U.S. Warns Of Damaged Relations 
With China; Cheney, Powell Urge Return of Navy Crew 
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letter by truncating and repeating that Ruan accused "Mr./President Bush" for 
being "too cowardly to voice an 'apology'". Here are some of the quotations: 
An emotional letter that Ruan sent to President Bush was read aloud 
on state television. In it she wrote: "In this serious matter with 
irrefutable facts and the responsibility completely resting on the U.S. 
side, you are too cowardly to voice an 'apology.' “ (WP, A 1，April 8, 
2001, John Pomfret and Philip P. Pan, China Insists On U.S. Apology; 
Talks Continue on Fate of Crew) 
She also accused Mr. Bush of being "too cowardly to voice an 
’apology.’ " (WT, A 1, April 08’ 2001’ Joseph Curl and Joyce Howard 
Price, China rejects U.S. regrets as 'unacceptable) 
Ruan Guoqin, the wife of missing pilot Wang Wei, had sent a letter to 
Bush earlier calling him "too cowardly to voice an 'apology.' “ (WP, A 
1, April 9, 2001, Steven Mufson and Vernon Loeb, U.S. Warns Of 
Damaged Relations With China; Cheney, Powell Urge Return of Navy 
Crew) 
The U.S. Embassy in China yesterday received a letter from Bush to 
the widow of the Chinese pilot who died in the crash. Last week, she 
had sent the president a letter calling him "cowardly" for his refusal to 
apologize. (WP, A 1, April 10, 2001, Mike Allen and Steven Mufson, 
Bush Backs Diplomacy, But Also Warns China) 
She accused Bush of being "too cowardly" to apologize to China. 
Bush responded to her on Tuesday, U.S. officials reported, but the 
contents of his letter have not been revealed. (WP, A 21, April 11, 
2001, John Pomfret and Philip P. Pan, China Preparing Public to 
Mourn a Hero; Decision to Release U.S. Crew Could Follow Beijing's 
Conclusion of Search for fighter pilot) 
The woman had accused Mr. Bush of being too "cowardly" to 
apologize. (WT, A 1, April 10, 2001, Bill Sammon, Bush warns 
Beijing about 'damaged' ties) 
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While it was understood that the American journalists covering the news might 
not have the training to read Chinese sources directly and that conflicts were 
major interests attracting the attention of journalists, it was worth noting that as 
a result of the mistranslation and news framing, Ruan Quoqin's letter had 
hardly got through to the U.S. readers in its original meaning and intention. 
Her appeal for sympathy and an apology from the Bush administration as a 
whole was turned into an accusation, a challenge to the power of George W. 
Bush alone who was then in a weak and sensitive position after his marginal 
victory of the presidency. 
The victimized U.S. frame was not only a mishap that the Xinhua news agency 
had mistranslated the phrase “吝音” into "too cowardly", but also the 
Washington papers' (over)sensitivity to grab the term "cowardly" at a time 
when the power position of George W. Bush was not firmly established after 
his inauguration and the media were interested in seeing how he would tackle 
his first challenge in foreign affairs. As a result of such sensitivity to Chinese 
challenges, the focus of the report on Ruan's letter was dragged towards 
Bush's response to the accusation of his being too cowardly rather than her 
appeal for sympathy and apology. 
The victimized U.S. again demonstrated that the two selected newspapers had 
framed out some necessary background information for their readers to fully 
understand the situation of the Chinese pilot's wife and the fact the China had 
lost a pilot's life in the collision, whereas all 24 U.S. crew members had landed 
safely in the Lingshui airfield. Instead, they framed an appeal as an 
accusation and positioned the woman as a challenger to the power of a new 
- 9 0 -
U.S. President rather than a widow asking for sympathy from the U.S. 
President. 
One may explain that such a narrowed and twisted frame in covering Ruan's 
letter to Bush was in line with the journalistic norm of searching for conflicts. 
However, in this case, the conflict was not inherent but was constructed by 
misinterpretation plus truncation of the original text as one may tell from 
reading Ruan's full letter (Appendix 4). It also showed that the journalists 
had relied too much on sources and materials given out by official Washington 
as well as Beijing that "tended to be colored by manipulation or news 
management for political purposes" (Chang, 1993，p71). 
To summarize, in the framing of Hainan, three dominant frames, namely the 
international law and order, surveillance and victimized U.S. frames were 
found. When analyzing the three dominant frames, it was found that both 
The Washington Post and The Washington Times had framed out similar 
essential background information which could have been verified and 
introduced to facilitate their readers' understanding of the Sino-American 
differences in interpreting the relevant international laws and situations. 
Instead, the two newspapers, The Washington Post and The Washington Times 
alike, had aligned with the official lines in defending the legitimacy of U.S. 
reconnaissance flights within China's exclusive economic zone and the 
demand for Chinese protection of a U.S. navy plane, which was in fact not 
protected by international agreements including the 1944 Chicago Convention 
quoted by U.S. experts and officials. In other words, rather than living up to 
their reputation for bringing their readers investigative reporting, in the 
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coverage of the Hainan collision, the two newspapers had not been able to 
provide their readers necessary background information contradicting the U.S. 
official interpretation of international laws and situations. 
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Chapter 6. Framing Of China 
From the discussion in Chapter 4，we could see that The Washington Post and 
The Washington Times both gave prominent coverage to the crisis despite that 
they differed significantly in operational resources, editorial policies, and that 
the news related to Hainan and China surged suddenly and descended 
gradually with the outbreak and resolution of the conflict respectively. 
Corresponding to the prominent coverage, we could also see that over 50% of 
the American people interviewed by Princeton Survey Research Associates 
indicated that they had followed "very closely" the "release of U.S. air crew 
held in China" during the Hainan Crisis (Princeton Survey Research Associates 
(PSRA), April 26，2001). It was an unusually high percentage compared to 
other issues in China showing that even the Hainan Crisis faded gradually from 
the media's attention after its resolution, suggesting that it may have left its 
marks in the memory of the American audience and become part of American 
audience's understanding of China in the years that follow, like the Tiananmen 
Square Massacre in 1989 (Seib, 1997). 
During the crisis，it was noted that the newspapers did not only cover the plane 
crash, but introduced to their readers other aspects of China as well, because it 
was the time when American audience displayed intense interest in reading 
about China. In view of the above, this chapter will follow the discussion in 
the previous chapter in search for frames on China as backdrop of the collision. 
Similarly, texts from the newspaper related to three major lines of China, the 
plane crash and the disputed jurisdiction where the crash took place were 
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extracted through the search of keywords China, Chinese, Beijing, Communist, 
plane, and international. Similar steps were taken to analyze the related 
sentences extracted from the two newspapers and some dominant frames were 
found as discussed below: 
A. China's Skewed Media 
A close reading of the reports of both The Washington Post and The 
Washington Times during the Hainan Crisis showed that official media were 
major sources of information. The Washington Post relied much on China's 
official media mainly New China News Agency, People 's Daily and China 
Daily for information, whereas The Washington Times relied much on the 
White House and Pentagon press conferences, Associated Press and other news 
agencies such as New China News Agency, Agence France-Presse and Reuters. 
Such a difference in the sources of information was probably due to the fact 
that The Washington Post had foreign correspondents in China to tap into 
Chinese sources at the time of the Hainan Crisis, whereas The Washington 
Times, which could not afford foreign correspondents in China, could only rely 
on agencies, White House and Pentagon briefings. 
However, other than official sources, it was also noted that the two papers had 
both quoted unofficial Internet discussions in China as a way to gauge public 
sentiment in China, likely because the beliefs that official Chinese media were 
the official tongues of the Communist party and that the Internet may better 
reflect Chinese people's views. 
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Censorship Of The Internet 
As introduced above, apart from official sources, another common source for 
the two newspapers' coverage during the Hainan Crisis was the Internet. It 
was not only treated as a source of information but a barometer of government 
censorship by western media. On the one hand, the Internet provided the 
newspapers juicy quotes of extreme sentiments that were not found in 
traditional media sources, for example: 
China's freewheeling Internet chat rooms seethed with anger at the 
United States. Some participants called for the American servicemen 
to be executed and the plane confiscated. (WP, A 1, April 1, 2001, 
John Pomfret, U.S., Chinese Warplanes Collide Over S. China Sea; 
Crew of 24 Americans Lands on Chinese Island) 
The incident set some Internet chat rooms in China abuzz. One 
Internet comment described the missing Chinese F-8 pilot as a 
national hero and called the 24 Americans on Hainan "devils." (WT, A 
1, April 3, 2001, Bill Gertz and Bill Sammon, Bush demands prompt 
release of detained crew ) 
On the other hand, the Internet was also treated as a barometer of government 
censorship, which was one of the key interests the American media had on 
China. In this aspect, The Washington Post was found to have paid particular 
interest in monitoring whether the Chinese government censored the Internet in 
China when compared to The Washington Times. The Post's China 
correspondents constantly fed in news articles about the Internet in China back 
to D.C. for publication during the crisis as shown below: 
Unlike May 1999，when the streets were thronged with rock-throwing 
demonstrators and newspapers were filled with anti-American screeds, 
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the government this time has moved swiftly to censor nationalistic 
rhetoric from Internet bulletin boards and keep a tighter than usual 
rein on the state-run press. The Beijing Youth Daily, which led the 
charge in 1999 with lurid photographs of mangled Chinese bodies, 
has so far run only two short stories on the Hainan standoff by the 
official New China News Agency on its front page. (WF, A 1, April 
3, 2001, John Pomfret, New Nationalism Drives Beijing) 
In that light, China's public stand has been particularly 
uncompromising. At the same time, the leadership has moved to 
censor anti-American sentiment in the state-run media and on the 
Internet, ensuring that the government — not the street — sets the tone 
in determining how to deal with the United States. (WP, A 1, April 3, 
2001, John Pomfret, New Nationalism Drives Beijing) 
China's Internet bulletin boards were much calmer than on previous 
days, partly because government monitors were removing some of the 
most shrill anti-American remarks. And the most popular Web sites 
also carried reports by the official New China News Agency on 
Powell's expression of regret. (WP, A 1, April 5, 2001, Philip R Pan 
and John Pomfret, U.S. Words of Regret Ease China Tension) 
An explosion of media outlets from which people can get generally 
uncensored information, including the Internet, has eroded the party's 
credibility on domestic matters. But when it comes to foreign affairs, 
the party can still control perceptions. (WP, A 1, April 7, 2001, John 
Pomfret, Jiang Caught In Middle On Standoff) 
From the above quotations, it seemed that the Internet had also fallen into the 
control of the govemment/leadership/party, implying that the public sentiment 
in China could have been more anti-American than those being displayed in 
the Internet chat rooms and that free speech in China could barely find any 
outlet during the crisis. 
However, if one would read carefully in between the lines, a different reading 
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on China's Internet was given by the Post's quotations of a Professor of Fudan 
University and a respondent on a Chinese Internet bulletin board: 
At Fudan University, Shen said he thought that in the end, it appeared 
the party handled the issue well. Jiang, who has spent the last decade 
working on U.S. China ties, could not sit by and watch them 
disintegrate. And only people who use the Internet or read English 
would be aware of the creative translations and the word games. Shen 
said. (WP, A I, April 11, 2001, John Pomfret, Resolving Crisis Was a 
Matter of Interpretation) 
Writing on a Chinese Internet bulletin board, one respondent 
explained the reaction of many Chinese: "In our society, each and 
every one of us has a great deal of suppressed anger, but there is 
never an opportunity to blow off steam. In the arena of international 
affairs, unlike domestic affairs, people have a much easier time 
determining iust what is 'politically correct.' Therefore, nobody wants 
to give up a good chance to blow off steam." (WP, A 14, April 14, 
2001, John Pomfret, Ends Search For Missing Fighter Pilot) 
The two quotations above gave another impression through Chinese point of 
view that the Internet in China was both an outlet for domestic and 
international grievances as well as a window for Chinese people possessing the 
technology and English reading skills to reach the "truth" outside. They 
seemed to have a different view on the role and freedom of the Internet in 
China as compared with the Post's journalists' interpretation. This indicated 
the different focuses of the American journalists, who were more sensitive to 
the censorship of the Internet, and the Chinese people, who tended to see the 
Internet as an open forum for expression of feelings and information. 
Therefore, even though the subject, the Internet, was the same, a rather 
different picture was presented through the eyes of the journalists directly and 
the eyes of the Chinese people interviewed or quoted. 
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China，s Party-Controlled Media 
Throughout the Hainan Crisis, the coverage of the People 's Daily was closely 
monitored and was often quoted as official source reflecting the thoughts of the 
Communist leaders despite the paper was always labeled as the Communist 
Party's official tongue and its credibility challenged as being biased. 
While The Washington Times was found to have quoted less from Chinese 
media, The Washington Post had quoted much from China's English media 
with articles fed back to Washington by its two foreign correspondents 
stationed in China. However, despite its frequent quotations from Chinese 
media, The Washington Post had consistently labeled China's media as the 
organs of the Communist Party or state-controlled. Common descriptions of 
the Chinese media it quoted include: "China's officials and Communist 
Party-controlled media room", "the People's Daily, the Communist Party 
organ", "although China is becoming a more open society, huge swaths of its 
public life continue to be controlled at least partially by the Communist Party's 
powerful propaganda machine", "China's state-run media ~ a good barometer 
of the mood of the Communist Party", "The Web site operated by the People's 
Daily, the Communist Party organ". It never forgot to remind its readers that 
China's media were controlled or state-run. 
While it was true that most media in China tended to carry news released by 
the government in the times of crises such as the Hainan Crisis, the 
"party-controlled" or "state-run" tags used to describe Chinese media were 
over generalized and were casually used without supportive evidence. In 
Parenti (1993), it was pointed out that: 
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One common framing method is to select labels and other vocabulary 
designed to convey politically loaded images. These labels, like the 
masks in a Greek drama, convey positive or negative cues regarding 
events and persona, often without benefit of - and usually as a 
substitute for - supportive information. (Michael Parenti, 1993) 
It is true that the People 's Daily and New China News Agency are official 
sources and it is literally nothing wrong labeling them as “official’，or 
"state-run" newspapers. However, the label "-controlled" was more than a 
factual account for informing the U.S. readers about the "official" status of the 
newspapers, but a politically loaded label to discredit Chinese media. 
Besides, China's media landscape was not consisted of only the People ’s Daily, 
China Daily and New China News Agency, which were frequently quoted by 
the U.S. newspapers, bur other newspapers that were distant from the power 
centre in Beijing and had relatively more room in expressing views that were 
not centrally controlled. Examples were newspapers in the southern province 
of Guangzhou, and more extreme examples were the media in Hong Kong, 
which were not only independent from party control but strong political 
ideologies held by journalists in either the U.S. or China (Fung, 2004). 
Moreover, reports of those non-official Chinese language newspapers and 
Hong Kong media were given little attention by The Washington Post probably 
because of language barrier or their lower news value due to weaker relations 
with the central government. 
In other words, The Washington Post's consistent labeling of the Chinese 
media it quoted as official organs or state-controlled was partially an outcome 
of its selective choices of sources for quotation and its politically loaded 
generalization of Chinese media. This however was not explicit to the 
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American readers who may then think that China had only a few newspapers 
today and the newspapers were party-controlled. 
In short, while keep labeling Chinese media as state or party controlled, The 
Washington Post did not seem to have served the purpose of getting its readers 
more informed about China's media landscape. Rather, the label only 
appeared to be a tag negating Chinese media's credibility as a whole 
irrespective of the fact that there were a variety of Chinese media and that 
some media, like China Daily and those in Hong Kong, do have more room to 
express views varying from officials lines. 
Chinese Propaganda Of American Hegemony 
Similar to The Washington Post, The Washington Times consistently tagged the 
People 's Daily as a Communist Party newspaper or state-run media. The 
difference was that it had paid special attention to the newspaper's discussion 
of American hegemony, which it termed as Chinese propaganda. 
China's official Communist Party newspaper, the People's Daily, 
showed no sign of backing down and in an editorial Wednesday 
accused the United States of using "the gangster logic of 
hegemonism." (WT, A 1, April 6, 2001，Bill Gertz, China and U.S. 
show signs they are ready to deal; Strategies of Rumsfeld, Powell 
differ) 
"The firm struggle bv the Chinese government and people against U.S. 
hegemony has forced the U.S. government to change from its initial 
rude and unreasonable attitude to saying 'very sorry' to the Chinese 
people，" said the Communist Party's People's Daily. (WT, A 18, 
April 12, 2001, Editorial, Homeward bound) 
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The Communist government has launched a major propaganda 
campaign against the military surveillance. The state-run news media 
denounced the surveillance activities as U.S. "hegemonism." (WT, A 
1, May 28, 2001, Bill Gertz, Reconnaissance plane covers China 
coast; Another U.S. aircraft is shadowed) 
Indeed, many Chinese media and Chinese people, including those in Hong 
Kong, Taiwan and Singapore studied (Pang, Fung and Zhu, 2004) expressed 
their dislike of U.S. intervention of China's affairs. The term "hegemony" 
was often used to describe U.S. actions against China as well as other 
developing countries. Quotes from the People's Daily during the Hainan 
Crisis had somewhat reflected the voice of Chinese people, rather than the 
officials only. However, as the People 's Daily was labeled an official tongue 
manipulated by the Communist leadership and its credibility discounted, its 
opinions on the U.S. interventions appeared to be merely propaganda than the 
reflecting of Chinese public's views. 
To summarize, even though Chinese sources were often quoted in the two 
newspapers as if cross-references were often made to Chinese media, the 
limited choices of Chinese newspapers being quoted and the convenient 
labeling of the Chinese media as the official tongues of the Communist Party 
under the frame China's skewed media had in essence discounted the messages 
quoted as biased. Despite some Americans may also take it literally that 
"official" media in China would convey authority and reliability, the label of 
being controlled also conveyed a sense of artificial view/opinion drummed up 
by Chinese officials, e.g., Ruan Quoqin's feeling of losing her husband. 
While it was true that the Chinese media had played up Ruan's pain of losing 
her husband, just like the U.S. media also played up the pain of the crew 
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members' family, being labeled official or state-controlled may have 
discredited the Chinese media and desensitized the two newspapers' readers 
from realizing that the death of the Chinese pilot was indeed a tragedy to the 
family as described in the Chinese media, which was more than the official 
Chinese media. 
B. China As A Problematic Communist State 
Another dominant frame found in the two American newspapers studied was 
the frame "China as a problematic communist state". As Michael Parenti 
(1993) puts it “The US news media operate under an established ideology that 
claims they have no established ideology, no racial, gender, or class bias." 
Ideologically, American media tend to juxtapose China's conservative and 
communist images with the American self-images of being free and capitalist. 
In time of peace, the media may focus on the development in China towards 
capitalism, but in times of conflicts the communist label of China would be 
conjured to facilitate the portrayal of China as the opponent of America: 
First, associating China with negative images helped justify the 
American refusal to accept China as an equal counterpart and a 
worthy political entity in Sino-American relations. Second, within 
the context of Red menace, describing China in inauspicious terms 
could serve to rally public hatred against China. (Chang, 1993) 
Examples could be drawn from reports of both The Washington Post and The 
Washington Times on the Hainan Crisis. In The Washington Post, other than 
referring to the "Communist Party" as a political entity in a neutral sense like 
"...head of the Communist Party's international liaison department," the terms 
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"communist" or "communist party" are closely associated with negative 
meanings in most other occasions. 
Communist China - A Challenge To America 
While developments in China pointed towards the transformation of 
communism into capitalism in economic aspects, the one-party rule in China 
under the Communist Party had been the source of unease in Sino-American 
relations. Therefore, while the Chinese Communist leaders were well 
received like other political leaders of a democratic country in the international 
community in time of peace, the Chinese Communist leaders may suddenly 
appear to be irrational and emotional and the Communist Party a destructive 
and aggressive power threatening American security in the coverage of 
Sino-American conflicts. Such drastic change in the framing of the Chinese 
Communist Party was especially obvious in the coverage of The Washington 
Post, which had turned from its usually neutral to negative framing of China 
during the Hainan Crisis. 
In the framing of China as a problematic state, an aggressive power, the Post 
had conjured the historical scene of Chinese Communist Party's driving away 
of the nationalist troops from China and persecuting those that remained: 
"in 1949 with a Communist victory, tens of thousands of Nationalist 
troops retreated to Hainan....the best Nationalist troops and almost all 
of the top military officials then fled to Taiwan, and the Communists 
routed those that remained in April 1950” (WP, A 20, April 8’ 2001, 
Philip P. Pan, Americans Held In Strategic Spot; Hainan Island Is a 
Staging Point For Chinese Ground and Air Forces) 
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It also played up the association of the growth of Chinese economy with the 
growth of Communist Party in China and highlighted China's close ties with 
North Korea which was labeled as a rogue nation in American politics, 
threatening the security in Asia-pacific region. Examples are: 
In Seoul, diplomats also are apprehensive about China's rapid rise as a 
regional military power... .Leaders of China's Communist Party 
remain key diplomatic allies of North Korea's ruler, Kim Jong II，and 
have recently encouraged the secretive dictator to loosen up and learn 
from their success in adopting technologies and institutions from the 
West. (WP, A 22, April 5, 2001, Clay Chandler, Standoff Worrying U.S. 
Allies In Asia). 
U.S. analysts say Beijing has tried to avoid a total collapse in its 
relationship with the United States, in part because $ 115 billion in 
annual bilateral trade helps keep the Chinese economy growing, 
which in turn helps keep the Communist Party in power. (WP, April 
30, A 1, Philip P. Pan, China To Let U.S. See Plane; Beijing Statement 
Moderates Rhetoric) 
The newspaper also carried analyses of China's ambition in challenging U.S. 
position in Asia. When interpreting China's insistence on U.S. apology in the 
Hainan collision, it was said that China's purpose was "to convince its people 
that by obtaining two "very sorrys" from the United States, China under the 
Communist Party has begun to challenge U.S. leadership in Asia 
successfully.”2o There were also analyses like "Looking tough at Hainan was 
also important for China's Communist leadership. Asian diplomats said 
President Jiang Zemin gained points in the developing world for standing up to 
the United States."^^ and "the Communist Party here has often couched the 
20 WP, A 14, April 15, John Pomfret, China Ends Search For Missing Fighter Pilot 
21 WP, A 1, April 12. 2001, John Pomfret, Resolving Crisis Was a Matter of Interpretation 
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collision in terms that resemble a war, with the United States as the enemy"^^ 
Rather than seeing China's insistence on U.S. apology for the Hainan collision 
as its assertion of rights under international laws, The Washington Post had 
framed it as China's excuse to drive away American influence in the 
Asia-Pacific region. Similar frame could be found in The Washington Times, 
too. 
With The Washington Times ‘ reports of past encounters between China and U.S. 
military, and China's responses, we could see that China was getting more 
aware of its international rights and active in exercising its rights within its 
exclusive economic zone where the U.S. have been conducting surveillance 
activities by ship or planes unchallenged for decades. 
It is routine for Chinese fighters to scramble and watch the EP-3E as 
it lumbers well outside China's internationally recognized 12-mile 
airspace. What is new, say naval aviators, is how close the Jian-8 
fighters came to the Boeing-737-size airplane. (WT, A 1, April 3, 
2001, Rowan Scarborough, Americans were ordered to destroy all spy 
trappings) 
Pentagon officials say privately that China has stepped up its 
questioning of the crew in recent days. The Chinese want to know all 
they can about the accident and the EP-3E reconnaissance plane that 
regularly flies off their coast in international airspace, listening in on 
military communications. (WT, A 8, April 11, 2001’ Rowan 
Scarborough, Pentagon relies on detained U.S. crew's 'common 
sense') 
From the tough responses of the U.S. during the Hainan crisis, as portrayed in 
the more militant Washington Times, the U.S. seemed to be reluctant in 
22 WP, A 14, April 15, John Pomfret, China Ends Search For Missing Fighter Pilot 
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surrendering its dominant position in Asia to a rising China better equipped to 
intercept U.S. surveillance planes and ships: 
The Chinese are expected to demand an end to the flights, which 
typically take place 50 miles or more offshore in international 
airspace. (WT, A 1, April 17, 2001, Joseph Curl, U.S. hard line 
on China; Delegation to demand plane, says reconnaissance will 
resume) 
He promised that the United States will ask "the tough questions 
about China's recent practice of challenging United States aircraft 
operating legally in international airspace" when both sides meet next 
week. (WT, A 1, April 13, 2001, Dave Boyer, White House won't 
stop flights; U.S. crew gets warm welcome in Hawaii) 
The two countries plan to meet April 18 to discuss the accident and 
establish possible rules for aerial interceptions. Bush aides say the 
United States has no intention of stopping reconnaissance flights in 
international airspace. The administration will likely use the meeting 
to again protest the reckless way Chinese pilots have harassed 
American aircraft. (WT, A 1, April 14, 2001, Rowan Scarborough, 
Rumsfeld says Chinese pilot caused collision) 
To summarize , The Washington Times‘ and The Washington Post's coverage 
had both played up China's negative records in the past to form the frame 
China as a problematic state keen at challenging U.S. position in Asia, while 
the U.S. was striving to keep the status quo in Asia and maintain its past 
surveillance practices as usual. The difference was that The Washington 
Times had used more military incidents to substantiate the frame whereas The 
Washington Post had used the ambitious sentiment prevailing in China to 
substantiate its frame. 
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Collapsing Communism In China 
Following the discussion above on framing of China as a challenge to the U.S. 
in Asia, this section would discuss a contradictory frame - collapsing 
Communism in China, found in The Washington Post which had particular 
interest in China's political development. 
In The Washington Post's frame of collapsing Communism in China, one of 
the common descriptions was that the Communist Party or Communist leaders 
in China was in internal struggles, examples are: "Jiang and the rest of the 
Communist Party are in a struggle over who will lead China into the fliture"^^ 
and "Mixed messages from Beijing might be a sign of indecision or division 
among China's Communist leaders.，’24 Then, there were descriptions and 
quotations about external pressures on the Communist Party and the party 
leadership from the Chinese people who were called upon to comment on the 
Party's rule: "'The only way people will support them is if they are strong, 
because they are definitely not Communists anymore,' said Li Chen, a 
36-year-old consultant in B e i j i n g , " F o r the first time since the Communist 
Party took over in 1949, the rulers in Beijing were accused not of corruption or 
totalitarianism, but of treason.”26 Finally, nationalism was described as a 
panacea embraced by the Communist Party to sustain its rule over China. 
"Chinese readiness to react along nationalist lines to Sunday's 
collision reflects in part the decline of Communist ideology over the 
23 WP, A 1, April 8, 2001. John Pomfret, Jiang Caught In Middle On Standoff 
24 WP, A 1, April 6, 2001, Philip P. Pan and John Pomfret, U.S. Words of Regret Ease China 
Tension 
WP, A 1, April 12, 2001, John Pomfret, Resolving Crisis Was a Matter of Interpretation 
26 WP. A 1’ April 4, 2001, John Pomfret, New Nationalism Drives BEIJING; Hardline 
Reflects Public Mood 
-107 -
last two decades of economic reform. The Communist Party has 
embraced nationalism as a replacement for fading socialist ideology 
as a reason to continue one-party rule Since 1989, when the 
government cracked down on student-led protests around Tiananmen 
Square，students and the general public have received "patriotic 
education" that leaves many receptive to the idea that China faces 
hostility from abroad. (WP, A 1, April 4, 2001, John Pomfret, New 
Nationalism Drives Beijing; Hardline Reflects Public Mood) 
From The Washington Post's coverage, connections between rising nationalism 
in China and declining Communism in China were frequently repeated in 
explanation of anti-American or anti-Japanese movements in China in recent 
years. However, the connections appeared to be flimsy as China's national or 
patriotic education was started not only in recent years after the Communist 
Party realized the fading of communist ideology in China, and definitely not 
after the Tiananmen Square protests in 1989. Rather，people were taught to 
love the Country and the Party, which were basically taught as one single 
entity in China, since they were small studying in schools. It may be true that 
some university students in the Capital and other major cities were 
"re-educated" after 1989. However, there was no evidence that the 
re-educated people were those protesting against America or Japan in the 
subsequent years. Instead, one must not overlook the Chinese perspective 
that many of the anti-American or anti-Japanese protests were driven by the 
impression of American interventions in world affairs and deep-rooted memory 
of Japanese intrusion into China during the Second World War. It was not 
something simple that could be explained by applying the same American 
logic of diverting internal instability by provoking external hostility. 
In short, while it is true that nationalism is on the rise in China and the Chinese 
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Communist Party is likely to face more pressure for reforms when China 
developed further economically, the framing of nationalism in relation to 
collapsing communism appeared to be over simplistic in describing the 
situation in China, despite it is an effective image in description of an unstable 
China in time of a crisis. 
Brutal And Stubborn Communists In China 
Similar to The Washington Post, which chose to set the scene of the Hainan 
Crisis against an unstable Communist rule as revealed in its analyses, The 
Washington Time also saw a collapsing Communist rule, which was brutal and 
too stubborn to adopt changes, much through its op-ed and commentary pages. 
Descriptions of Chinese leadership in The Washington Times were never 
positive and usually not very up-to-date. Many of the descriptions related 
back to the failed reforms during the "Great Leap Forward" in the 1950s, the 
"Cultural Revolution" in 1966 and the military suppression of students 
protesting in the Tiananmen Square in 1989. The "Great Leap Forward" and 
"Cultural Revolution" signified Mao Tse-tung era's communist oppression on 
the peasants and intellectuals, while the 1989 "Tiananmen Massacre" signified 
post-Mao era's continued brutality against Chinese people. They were 
imageries commonly known to Americans and therefore conveniently became 
the most frequently quoted examples to demonstrate the "murderous" nature of 
Communist rule (Seib, 1997). An example would be Arnold Beichman's 
Op-Ed, “Great leap backward? Forward China needs containment" quoted 
below: 
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Eighty years ago this month, a man-made disaster struck China far, 
far worse than nature's floods and earthquakes. It was the formation 
of the Chinese Communist Party. Who in 1921 could have foreseen 
that this party, dominated by the son of a prosperous Hunan farmer, 
would half a century later be responsible for the deaths of 50 million 
Chinese men, women and children, perhaps more? 
The Chinese Communist Party believes that all means are legitimate 
to achieve its absolute ends. So the Chinese people under Mao 
suffered through the witless "Great Leap Forward," the maniacal 
"Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution" of 1966 and, post-Mao, a 
massacre of Chinese dissidents in Tiananmen Square a dozen years 
ago. The Chinese people still suffer the penal system of "laogai"-
education through labor - whereby rebellious workers or anybody can 
be sent to forced labor camps for three years without a court trial. The 
sentence can be extended as the party sees fit. There is no appeal. All 
this goes by the cant phrase, "socialism with Chinese characteristics." 
Communist China's leaders have made it quite clear that while there 
can be changes in the economy, party rule may not be questioned in 
any particular. When Zhao Ziyang, then general-secretary of the 
Chinese CP, sided with the pro-democracy demonstrators in 
Tiananmen Square, he was purged. (WT, A 19, May 21, 2001, 
Arnold Beichman, Op-Ed, Great leap backward? Forward China 
needs containment) 
According to The Washington Times ‘ commentaries, the Communist Party not 
only was brutal but had clung to its established power and was not open to any 
political changes. For example: "The ‘laogai’ system without trial and 
suppression of pro-democracy Chinese were still in sight and it was hard to 
expect the Communist Party in China to reflect on its past and bring in 
changes....that any day now the old men in Beijing will wake up as 
compassionate conservatives, full of remorse and eager to quit brutalizing 
Chinese peasants....Two decades on, Beijing's abuse of its own people has 
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intensified. ”27 
Moreover, the Party was described as inefficient and did not seem to have 
effective internal communication. The U.S. negotiators were lost in the 
negotiation with the Chinese side because they were not sure about whether the 
military or the cadre members were in power to decide on the Haian Crisis. 
No open route was shown on how the crisis was dealt with and how decisions 
were made. As a result, there was much guessing on the Chinese 
government's decision-making process, which often ended up in an impression 
that the Chinese leadership was struggling internally and thus taking much 
time to respond, as shown below: 
Analysts view Mr. Jiang's tour of South America as one reason for the 
lull in U.S.-China negotiations. As head of state and Communist Party 
general secretary, his presence is likely required in China before the 
incident can be resolved. (WT, A 1, April 11, 2001, Bill Sammon and 
Bill Gertz, Jiang hints softening of China demands; Bush rebuffs 
Jesse Jackson offer) 
But it is hard to gauge where in China's Communist system U.S. 
proposals are. (WT, A 1, April 11，2001, Bill Sammon and Bill Gertz, 
Jiang hints softening of China demands; Bush rebuffs Jesse Jackson 
offer) 
The diplomat said it was not clear whether the Chinese military 
provided the Communist Party leadership with all the facts 
surrounding the mishap before Beijing decided to detain the 
Americans instead of quickly releasing them. (WT, A 1, April 14, 
2001, Rowan Scarborough, Rumsfeld says Chinese pilot caused 
collision) 
27 WT,A4, April 13, 2001, Wesley Pruden, Pruden on Politics, When the thrill goes 
out of the romance 
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Based on the understanding that Chinese Communist leadership was a brutal, 
stubborn and inefficient government, inevitably The Washington Times also 
presented a speculation similar to The Washington Post's - the Communist 
Party was losing its control in China. It compared China with the former 
Soviet Union: "the Communist dictators fear the inevitable - the fall of 
communism, as in the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe."^^ 
Also similar to The Washington Post, The Washington Times ‘ commentar ies 
had tried to rationalize the disparity of existing Communist rule in China and 
the speculation of Communism collapsing in China with the reason that the 
Communist Party tried to whip up Chinese nationalism in place of the 
collapsing Communism in China. Here follows an example: 
It was intended to put our country on a collision course with 
Communist China and thus arouse in the Chinese people the kind of 
nationalist spirit which would restore the party's legitimacy (WT, A 
19, April 12, 2001, Arnold Beichman, Op-Ed, Beijing fears 
extinction; Hainan POWs victims of that paranoia) 
Nevertheless, the paper held that nationalism was in effect discrediting 
Communist rule in China when it failed to get the U.S. around to its demand, 
"the nationalistic fervor whipped up by the Communists is now undermining 
their credibility."^^ 
In short, the Communist Party in China described in The Washington Times, 
mostly in the form of commentaries, editorials and op-eds, was unpopular and 
inept. It was unable to adopt political changes, and even if it did, like shifting 
WT,A 19, April 12, 2001’ Op-Ed, Beijing/ears extinction; Hainan POWs victims of 
that paranoia 
29 WT, A 18, April 12, 2001, Editorial, Homeward bound 
- 1 1 2 -
its emphasis on communism to nationalism, it would still face challenges from 
the nationalism whipped up by itself. 
To summarize, the two newspapers' frames of Communism in China were 
largely negative with politically loaded images and past incidents. While one 
may argue that the Communist Party in China nowadays is practically 
observing capitalism rather than communism and that communism seems to 
have lost its popularity in China, the fact is that the Chinese Communist Party 
does not officially give up its communist label and yet communism and 
capitalism seem to be running hand in hand in China under the one-party rule. 
Under the leadership of the Chinese Communist Party, we witness a booming 
economy in China along capitalist lines. From the Chinese perspective, it is 
on a development track, a transformation from communism to capitalism in 
essence despite the country is still under the rule of a Communist Party. From 
the U.S. perspective, as shown in both newspapers studied, it is however 
perceived as being on a collapsing track because communism is never 
associated with positive changes but total collapse or defeat in order to give 
place to democracy. For a lot of Americans as represented in the two 
newspapers studied, democracy is believed to be the ultimate goal of China's 
political development and that only a "democratic" China will be fit to sustain 
its economic growth and stability. Therefore, even though China has been 
growing towards capitalism in principle, her clinging to the communist label 
remains a source of uneasiness and threat to Americans as reflected in the 
frame "China as a problematic state" emerged during the Hainan Crisis. 
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c . China As A Secretive Military Power 
Following the line of brutal communists, The Washington Times had taken the 
chance of the Hainan plane collision to reinforce its unique framing of China 
as a secretive nuclear power, an ungrateful country, which was frequently 
discussed in the paper's column Inside the Ring which was specialized in 
relaying CIA leakages (Appendix 2). The frame usually went hand in hand 
with the frame that China was an international law-breaker, which yearned to 
be admitted by the international community but at the same time disregarded 
international treaties it signed, whereas the U.S. was an international 
law-keeper which was obliged to persuade China to "move in more 
constructive directions" of abiding international laws as shown below: 
China last conducted large-scale nuclear tests in 1996. It announced 
later that year it was agreeing to the international nuclear test ban 
known as the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty....China has refused to 
permit international monitoring at its nuclear weapons test facilities -
a key reason Senate Republicans rejected the test ban treaty as 
unveriflable. (WT, A 1, April 9, 2001, Bill Gertz, Spy photos show 
Beijing set for underground nuclear test) 
"We will hold China to its bilateral and international commitments," 
he said. "We will use all available policy tools to persuade it to move 
in more constructive directions." (WT, A 1, May 2, 2001, Ben Barber, 
U.S. official talks tough on Beijing's detention of crew) 
While the development of nuclear weapons in China remained a question as 
China consistently denied The Washington Times, reports of nuclear tests and 
the paper's sources remained anonymous in most cases, the newspaper had 
taken the Hainan plane crash as one of examples to substantiate the Chinese 
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military's secretive expansionist acts. 
Moreover, it portrayed an ungrateful and hostile China which had been living 
on the supplies of military know-how and economic aid by an innocent and 
selfless America in its commentaries and editorials. 
We've tried diplomatic recognition, trade and calling them "strategic 
partners." We've sold them our most sensitive technology and let them 
steal what they couldn't buy. We've even offered to buy 24 million 
dollars worth of their black berets and make the entire U.S. Army 
wear them....What do we get in return? An intercepted and damaged 
U.S. Navy EP3-II surveillance aircraft being disassembled piece by 
piece by Communist Chinese intelligence specialists and 24 U.S. 
military personnel held in "protective custody" by Beijing in flagrant 
disregard of international law. (WT, A 14, April 9, 2001, Oliver 
North, Commentary, Colliding national visions) 
Marxism-Leninism may be passe but the Chinese Communist Party's 
will to power is not. Joint ventures with American firms, admission to 
the World Trade Organization, technology transfers, capital flows and 
all those other good things endanger the Communist regime. (WT, A 
19, April 12, 2001, Arnold Beichman, Op-Ed, Beijing fears 
extinction; Hainan POWs victims of that paranoia) 
What is the administration's response to California Republican Rep. 
Duncan Hunter's resolution to terminate Permanent Normal Trade 
Relations with Communist China? He says "every American • . . 
should ask themselves if it is in our national interest for the U.S. to 
pay for the military of a nation that conducts itself in a less than 
friendly manner." (WT, A 15’ April 16, 2001, Oliver North, 
Commentary, Clash of definitions and deceptions) 
As the Bush administration and Congress consider ways in which to 
respond to the increasing belligerence of Communist China that was 
so much in evidence in the EP-3 affair, one idea unlikely to top the 
list is the idea of giving the People's Liberation Army a massive new 
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infusion of militarily relevant U.S. high technology. (WT, A 13, 
April 17, 2001, Frank J. Gqffhey, Jr., Commentary, Hi-tech legislation 
for China) 
From the above quotations, we could see that the paper held a position against 
the idea that engagement of China would help to bring about positive changes 
in China. Through the commentaries it carried, the paper therefore advocated 
that America should cease all the military and economic exchanges with China 
until China become a friendly country. 
Summarizing from the following quotes taken from The Washington Times, 
reports and commentaries, we could see the paper's portrayal of a victimized 
America cheated by an ungrateful China. It was said that the U.S. policy on 
China was too benign based on fallacies and illusions. The CIA's analysis on 
China was "inaccurate"; Colin Powell's evaluation of the "Communist threat" 
at the Panama Canal was "askew"; the awarding of contracts for Army black 
berets to Third World factories, including one in Communist China was 
"unlawful" and in general Bush's insistence on "open-trade" policy was a 
questionable decision. 
President Bush said the episode in which China held a U.S. military 
crew for 12 days has not dissuaded him from pursuing an open-trade 
policy with the Communist nation. (WT, A 2, April 15, 2001, TOP 
OF THE TIMES; A REVIEW OF THE WEEK'S NEWS) 
It's a bit disconcerting, to say the least, for our secretary of state, 
Colin Powell, former Army general and chairman of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff to say, just last Feb. 6 that he sees no danger to the Panama 
Canal in the Communist Chinese "presence" at control ports at each 
end of the Canal.... Secretary Powell is now the senior U.S. diplomat. 
He proved his mettle with his calm handling of the Chinese-held 
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hostages in Hainan, but his evaluation of the Communist threat at the 
Canal is askew. (WT, B 5, April 29, 2001, G RUSSELL EVANS, a 
retired captain of the U.S. Coast Guard and the author of two books 
on the Panama Canal, Powell's Panama problem) 
A House Armed Services Committee report states that the Pentagon 
sidestepped a key provision of a federal "buy American" law to award 
contracts for Army black berets to Third World factories, including 
one in Communist China. (WT, A 1, April 30, 2001, Rowan 
Scarborough, House says beret buy flouted law; 3 foreign contracts to 
be canceled for poor performance) 
The CIA panel of outside experts was formed last year under pressure 
from the Senate Intelligence Committee, whose chairman, Sen. 
Richard C. Shelby, Alabama Republican, has criticized CIA analysis 
of China as inaccurate and generally portraying a benign view of the 
Communist state. (WT, A 6, May 18, 2001, Bill Gertz and Rowan 
Scarborough, Column, INSIDE THE RING) 
After the Hainan Crisis, the U.S. policy towards China on military transfer 
would turn to a cautious track so that the Bush administration could hopefully 
avoid being disillusioned by the Chinese in the "cycle of illusion-disillusion", 
said Arnold Reichman: 
Four years of illusion about the Communist will to power, and 
overnight - pouf - disillusion. I hope this cycle of illusion-disillusion, 
in this case about Chinese communism, will not be the sad heritage of 
the new Bush administration. (WT, A 16, April 17, 2001, Arnold 
Beichman, Commentary, Trading on fanciful hopes for democracy) 
To summarize, the editorials as well as some news articles in The Washington 
Times had taken the chance of the Hainan Crisis to display its strong distrust in 
the development of China, its unique frame of China as a secretive military 
power. It was thought that U.S. collaboration with China militarily and 
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economically had been aiding China's military expansion and that the 
ungrateful China would one day stand up against U.S. interests, just as 
demonstrated by China's detention of the U.S. crew and navy plane in the 
Hainan Crisis. It was noted that the contrast of an innocent America and an 
ungrateful China was sharp as black and white, leaving out much of the 
complexity of Sino-American trade and military interdependence. 
D. China's Aggression Towards Taiwan 
Another significant difference between The Washington Post's and The 
Washington Times ‘ framing of China was that The Washington Times showed a 
tendency to draw Taiwan into the Sino-American dispute, despite reports from 
both Chinese and American sources indicated that Taiwan remained silent 
during the Hainan Crisis. 
"Taiwan becomes a card played by Washington or Beijing," said 
Thomas B. Lee, dean of the college of international studies at 
Tamkang University in Taipei. "On the surface, things seem cool here. 
But beneath that, there is a lot of anxiety." (WT, A 11, April 12, 2001, 
Marc Lerner’ Taiwan awaits fallout following fliers ‘ release) 
In the nearly two weeks since a Chinese jet fighter collided with a 
U.S. Navy EP-3E reconnaissance plane over international waters, a 
palpable anxiety has settled over this tiny, democratic island-state, 
considered a breakaway province by mainland communists. (WT, A 11, 
April 12’ 2001, Marc Lerner, Taiwan awaits fallout following fliers' 
release) 
While the Bush administration had its focus set on the release of the U.S. crew 
and the damaged reconnaissance plane, The Washington Times had taken the 
opportunity to demonstrate its inclination in. support of American arms sale to 
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Taiwan: 
The episode has also raised questions among the public about the 
Sino-American relationship on issues such as arms sales to Taiwan. 
"If nothing else, this latest affront to international law by the 
mainland Chinese ought to reassure the Bush administration of the 
rightness of its new arms sales agreement with democratic Taiwan," 
the Boston Herald said Tuesday. (WT, A 10, April 6’ 2001, Valerie 
Richardson, Most support Bush in stance on China; Talk-show callers 
say 'don't apologize') 
And, of course, many problems lie ahead. How far, and when, should 
the president move toward giving advanced weaponry to Taiwan? 
How much damage did this crisis really do to Sino-American 
relations? What of international trade sanctions? Of the 2008 
Olympics? (WT, A 13, April 17, 2001’ Georgie Anne Geyer, 
Commentary, Bush-whackers bushwhacked) 
But President Bush has begun his administration's relationship to 
Beijing with a different note, refusing to apologize for the collision of 
a U.S. surveillance plane and a Chinese jet fighter over international 
waters and then speaking in unusually clear language about his 
administration's intention to defend Taiwan militarily, if necessary. 
(WT, A 1，May 22, 2001, Betsy Pisik, Congressmen welcome Taiwan 
leader; Beijing silent on visit to United States) 
The newspaper showed strong sympathy towards Taiwan, which it described as 
a "tiny, democratic island-state" and juxtaposed with the mainland China, 
especially the Chinese island Hainan, to showcase the destiny of a state that 
fell under democracy and communism respectively. 
Unlike mainland Communist China, the island of Taiwan is a 
democracy. However, Beijing views Taiwan as a breakaway province. 
(WT, A 1, May 13, 2001, Joyce Howard Price, Helms wants U.S. to 
retaliate for U.N. rejection) 
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Once Chiang fled mainland China in 1949 for Taiwan, the one 
Chinese island larger than Hainan, the latter became a national 
defense outpost for the Communist-led People's Liberation Army 
because of Hainan's strategic position in the South China 
Sea....Hainan's massed ranks of prostitutes, from the capital, Haikou, 
to Sanya's top beach, Yalong Bay, longer than Hawaii's longest beach, 
are stealing sex tourists from Thailand and the Philippines. (WT, A 10, 
April 5, 2001, Calum MacLeod, Surveillance plane on China's 
Hawaii; Hainan Island rivals finest beach resorts) 
While Hainan Island had become China's important national defense outpost 
and had become an island infested with prostitution, Taiwan managed to 
practice democracy but was under constant military threat from China. The 
position of China being a growing aggressor and Taiwan being a weak 
defender formed the basis for The Washington Times' advocacy for arms sales 
to Taiwan for its self-defense purpose. 
The positive coverage of The Washington Times' on Taiwan gave an impression 
that the newspaper had good understanding of the island's development. 
However, analysis on the paper's coverage showed that its support remained 
superficial at the level of labeling Taiwan as a democratic breakaway province 
of China and its emphasis on arms sale to Taiwan for its defense against the 
aggressive China. It did not question the island's silence over the crisis but 
simply took it as being anxious about the impact of the crisis over American 
arms sales to it and played up the image that American military aid and 
existence in Asia was much desired by democratic states like Taiwan: 
Mr. Bush made his remarks at the end of a week in which he angered 
mainland China by agreeing to sell Taiwan weapons, including 
Kidd-class destroyers and diesel-powered submarines, to defend itself 
against an attack by the Communists. (WT, A 3, April 29’ 2001, 
Joyce Howard Price, Bush sees China ties maturing) 
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In addition to China's concerns about the United States flying 
surveillance missions near the Chinese coastline, the Communist 
country objects to the U.S. decision last week to sell high-tech 
weapons to Taiwan to help defend itself against an attack by mainland 
China. (WT, A 1, April 30，2001, Joyce Howard Price, China will let 
U.S. look at plane; Cheney expects return of aircraft) 
In short, The Washington Times'' coverage of Hainan had given the paper a 
chance to call upon the frame of defending Taiwan against China's aggression 
towards Taiwan even though Taiwan had little to do with the Hainan collision 
and seemed to have chosen silence over the Sino-American dispute (Pang, 
2004). 
Why did Taiwan play a part in the Times ‘ coverage of the Hainan Crisis which 
seemed to have no relation with the island and the collision? The answer 
might be drawn from Paletz and Entman (1981) observation of U.S. foreign 
new reporting: 
The interpretations people make of foreign news, the attitudes they 
develop, are influenced by the ways the stories are written. The 
United states seems usually to have "allies" whose freedom it 
"defends." The Soviet Union has "satellites" which it "controls." A 
Russian equipped army tends to be labeled "communist" though its 
American-backed opponents are rarely called "capitalist" 
The timid image of Taiwan as being threatened by the control of a growing 
Communist China and its desire to obtain modem U.S. weaponry to defend 
itself against China gave the paper convenient examples to justify U.S. 
surveillance activities along the coast of China, and therefore the 
intelligence-gathering mission of the reconnaissance plane. This explained 
why the seemingly unrelated issue of arms sale to Taiwan was introduced 
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repeatedly into the coverage of the Hainan Crisis despite the island's demand 
for military supplies from the U.S. and its reading about the Hainan Crisis had 
not been addressed directly by the newspaper. 
E. China's Buying Off U.S. Politicians 
Finally, because of its strong pro-Republican inclination, The Washington 
Times held a very clear anti-Clintonian frame, which was rarely found in The 
Washington Post. The paper was strongly against Clinton administration's 
"constructive engagement" policy on China and therefore it was not surprising 
to find anti-Clintonian criticisms ranging from Clinton era's policies to its 
appointees, such as Joseph Prueher, who played a major role in negotiating for 
the release of the detained U.S. crew members. 
The Washington Times attributed the growing threat of China to Clinton's 
engagement policy on China in 1990s. It also took the chance to criticize 
Clinton himself for betraying the U.S. interests and Clinton's image of 
kowtowing to "Communist China" and self-interests. 
China treated us in the spirit of the December 1999 statement of 
General Chi Haotian, vice-chairman of the Communist Party's Central 
Military Commission: "Viewed from the changes in the world 
situation and the hegemonic strategy of the United States to create 
monopolarity...war between China and the U.S. is inevitable."坠 
much for the Clintonian theory of "constructive engagement" which 
envisioned a U.S.-PRC partnership in Asia. (WT, A 16, May 17, 
2001, Arnold Beichman, Commentary, Trading on fanciful hopes for 
democracy) 
Although the Communist country continues to hold an $80 million 
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U.S. plane and is detaining at least three Americans on suspicion of 
espionage. Mr. Clinton will meet with Mr. Jiang before delivering a 
paid speech in Hong Kong at a global economics forum. (WT, A 6, 
April 9, 2001, Joseph Curl, Clinton's meeting with Jiang 
jeered; Speech on global economics is set) 
The Clinton administration also greatly increased ties between the 
PLA and American military units, beginning in 1993. The Pentagon 
said that the military exchanges were routine. However, China critics 
said the PLA, an arm of the Chinese Communist Party, was getting 
briefings on U.S. war doctrine and tactics that could help them in a 
future conflict with the United States. (WT, A 1, May 3, 2001, 
Rowan Scarborough, Rumsfeld to review China links; Personal staff 
to consider all cases) 
Moreover, to express its complete denial of Clinton's engagement policy, the 
paper was also critical of Clinton administration's appointees. While the 
Bush administration was not yet ready to appoint its ambassador to Beijing, 
Joseph Prueher, an appointee of the Clinton administration took over the 
negotiation with Beijing for the release of the U.S. crew members during the 
Hainan Crisis. The Washington Times, however, held a skeptical view on 
Joseph Prueher's position to negotiate for the best interest for the U.S. side. 
The ambassador says China's piracy is "hard for us to understand and 
hard for me to explain." Given his faith in the illusion of a U.S.-China 
strategic partnership, both statements are correct. The New York 
Times notes that during his tenure, Mr. Prueher "earned the respect of 
many in the Chinese military." The Marxists always appreciate a 
useful idiot. (WT, A 15, April 5, 2001, Don Feder, commentary, Test of 
wills with China) 
The White House is vesting most of its hopes on the negotiating skills 
of its ambassador in Beijing, Joseph Prueher. The retired four-star 
admiral once commanded all U.S. Pacific forces and is generally 
liked by the Communist regime. (WY, A 10, April 5’ 2001, Rowan 
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Scarborough, Incident seen giving 'reality check' on Chinese) 
In America, we have often heard references to 'my friend the prime 
minister ’ or 'my good friend the president .' Yet when the American 
ambassador to China. Joseph Prueher, tried to contact his carefully 
cultivated friends in the Chinese military as the crisis began, thev 
were nowhere to be found. This points to an important lesson. 
Washington sometimes imagines that friends in China will be both 
willing and able to save the . . . relationship in case of real trouble." 
(WT, A 4, April 13, 2001, Wesley Pruden, Pruden On Politics, When 
the thrill goes out of the romance) 
As shown above, there was a clear frame of China's buying off U.S. politicians 
during the Clinton administration. The paper expressed strong suspicion of 
Clinton, his administration and his appointees, who had been associated with 
engagement and friendly relations with China. As a result, the coverage of 
the paper on Clinton-related issues was as negative as those about "Communist 
China". In contrast, the paper was highly supportive of the Bush 
administration, showing that only George W. Bush's administration would take 
the "right" stance towards China - "dealing with the growing menace of 
Communist China, the present crisis is a crucial test for President George W. 
Bush.，,30 
To summarize, the frame China's buying off U.S, politicians had demonstrated 
that The Washington Times had a clear anti-Clinton/ anti-democrat position and 
pro-Republican stance. This was found to be the most significant difference 
it had with The Washington Post, which had shared many of the Times ‘ frames 
in foreign coverage but held a much more neutral stance in covering American 
domestic politics during the Hainan Crisis. It was also one of the differences 
30 WT, A 15, April 5, 2001, Don Feder, commentary, Test of wills with China 
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leading to the choice of these two newspapers for comparison in this study. 
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Chapter 7. Conclusion 
With rapid economic development, China is expected to take a more active 
role in the international community and exercise its international rights to 
further develop its economic networks and protect its economic interests. 
Internally, there may not be significant political development towards 
democracy along the line U.S. or Western countries expect to see, but 
externally, China has begun to engage itself in major developments in world 
politics. 
Having enjoyed the status as the world's super power since the Second World 
War, the U.S. encountered little challenges in its dealing of international affairs, 
especially after the collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991. Its interpretation of 
international laws and influence in international organizations are challenged 
occasionally by its European counterparts, but seldom by developing countries 
like China. 
The miraculous economic development in China since after Deng Xiaoping's 
Open Door Policy in 1970s, plus its adamant adherence to the Communist 
label even after the collapse of the biggest communist country, the Soviet 
Union, in 1991，has caused a growing sense of unease in the US, anticipating a 
Giant Red China that will once endanger U.S. interests at home and abroad. 
U.S. politicians, especially those on the right wing, have been whistle-blowing 
the "China threat" to the U.S. and the world at large. There were many 
anonymous reports or leaks from the U.S. military on China's military 
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development, which were said to have targeted on the U.S. Not many of the 
reports on China's military challenge to the U.S. were well supported, however, 
until there was the plane clash over Hainan, which marked the most recent 
example of a face-to-face military confrontation between the two countries. 
The plane clash was believed to be an unfortunate accident that had taken place 
during a routine U.S. reconnaissance activity against which two Chinese 
fighter jets took off to perform routine interception along the Chinese coast. 
For the U.S., the reconnaissance flights were routine practices that have been 
accepted (or at least tolerated) by the Chinese for decades. The only 
difference was that there were more of such flights in the recent years. For 
China, the interception flights were also routine actions and the difference was 
that they took off more often to drive away the U.S. planes because China had 
developed more powerful military planes to defend its international rights and 
that the U.S. surveillance flights were found to have flown too close and too 
often to China. The two countries were at peace before the accident, 
engaging in their surveillance and interception tasks respectively. But once 
an accident took place, it became an occasion for pointing finger at each 
other's "aggression" for conducting surveillance or intercepting too 
aggressively. 
While it was disputable whether it was the U.S. military's aggression in flying 
too close, too often along Chinese coast or the Chinese military's aggression in 
intercepting too often and too close to the U.S. reconnaissance planes, the 
media of the two countries held that it was the fault of the other country in 
causing the clash. Facts about the clash were never completely clarified. 
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Both countries held very different views and interpretations on the clash. 
However, the media's lines of arguments in both countries were generally 
uniform in defending their respective country during the crisis. It was 
somewhat expectable from media in China as the diversity of media in China 
and the information flow were still limited despite the recent bloom of media 
industry. However, what happened to the U.S. media? 
This thesis, entitled "Framing China: A Study of Selected American 
Newspapers' Coverage of the Hainan Crisis, 2001" had analyzed qualitatively, 
supplemented by some quantitative findings, the framing of China as shown in 
the coverage of the Hainan Crisis of 2001 by two Washington-based 
newspapers, The Washington Post and The Washington Times. Unlike 
previous framing studies, which tended to focus on the analysis of China 
frames in elite newspapers only, this thesis had compared the framing of China 
in The Washington Post and The Washington Times, which were chosen 
because of their distinct differences in operational scales, reporting/editorial 
styles, readerships, and especially, political inclinations. 
The analyses returned from the study of The Washington Post and The 
Washington Times demonstrated that despite their different operational scales, 
different editorial styles and different political inclinations, the Hainan Crisis 
had almost united the two newspapers in defending the U.S. official stance 
regarding the Hainan plane crash. The two newspapers were found to be less 
investigative than they claimed to be in exploring alternative 
interpretations/evidence against those released by official sources from 
Washington and Beijing. They shared strikingly similar frames (such as the 
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international law and order frame and the surveillance frame) in the coverage 
of the Hainan plane collision itself such as defending U.S. official position 
regarding the legitimacy of U.S. reconnaissance flights along Chinese coast 
and the liability of the U.S. in the collision. They were found to have a 
tendency to reflect unanimously U.S. official stances and were unable to offer 
enough alternative information to their readers, such as China's challenges on 
U.S. legitimacy in conducting reconnaissance activities within its exclusive 
economic zone and the applicability of the 1944 Chicago Convention in 
protecting the grounded U.S. navy plane. Moreover, the two newspapers had 
framed the U.S. as a victim and China as an intemational-law-breaker in the 
crisis, portraying China as a bully despite it had lost a pilot in the plane crash. 
And in portraying China as an international law-breaker, a positive image of 
the U.S. with much confidence in its control of international organizations was 
shown in their editorial pages, which opined that the U.S. had an obligation to 
turn China into a law-abiding member of the international community. 
Nevertheless, the two newspapers did maintain some basic differences in 
framing China as the backdrop of the Hainan Crisis. The Washington Times 
was found to have a tendency to relate its coverage of the Hainan to China's 
military development and its criticism on Clinton administration's engagement 
policy on China affairs, while The Washington Post had a tendency to relate 
the Hainan Crisis to China's political leadership and democratic development. 
They were also largely different in the coverage of internal politics related to 
China, in particular the conspiracy frame of China's buying off U.S. Politicians 
which was only found in The Washington Times. For easy reference, the 
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following table has captured the similarities and differences in the two 
newspapers' coverage of China in general: 
Framing of China 
The Washington Post The Washington Times 
A. China's Skewed Media A. China's Skewed Media 
• China's party-controlled media • China's Party-controlled media 
• Internet as a barometer of Communist party • Chinese media's propaganda of American 
control hegemony 
B. China as a Problematic Communist State B. China as a Problematic Communist State 
• Communist China - a challenge to America in • Brutal and stubborn communists in China 
Asia 
• Collapsing communism in China 
C. China as a Secretive Military Power 
D. China's Aggression towards Taiwan 
E. China's Buying Off U.S. Politicians 
These differences in their framing of China, however, were not substantial. In 
fact, in essence both of them presented a markedly negative view on China 
during the crisis as demonstrated in their conjuring past communist images and 
labeling of China as aggressor or too stubborn for changes. They held basically 
an American perspective in both of their framing of the Hainan collision itself as 
well as China as the backdrop of the crisis. 
While a causal relationship was yet to be proved, the two newspapers' sharing 
of converged frames when covering the Hainan plane collision itself was likely 
due to the fact that the plane crash itself was a crisis taken place distant from 
America physically and culturally, allowing the journalists little time as well as 
background information to present alternative frames different from those 
constructed by official press releases. That is to say, the momentum of the 
crisis had driven the media along official lines. 
Moreover, the collision between a U.S. navy plane and a Chinese fighter jet 
had been perceived as a crisis threatening American national interests and life 
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(the detained crew). The images of a military collision and American life at 
risk naturally conjured a defensive nationalistic sentiment in American public 
and political discussions as reflected in media commentaries and news 
coverage during the crisis period. National interests were thus found to have 
overshadowed the journalistic professionalism of investigating and presenting 
both sides of the story, leaving some obvious challenges to official U.S. 
interpretations of the plane crash and international laws out or buried in the 
media presentation. 
Finally, ideology, though abstract in nature and difficult to prove, was believed 
to have united the American journalists, politicians and public into the course 
of defending with concerted efforts American interpretations of the plane 
collision and international laws because the "communists" have all along been 
perceived as ardent challengers to democracy. The plane collision was 
therefore not only a dispute over who was at fault during the collision and who 
should be held responsible, but had been elevated to the level of a challenge of 
communism (as represented by the Chinese fight jet) to democracy (as 
represented by the U.S. surveillance plane). The elements of crisis, American 
national interests, and ideological belief of upholding democracy, were 
believed to be the binding forces contributing to the formation of the 
converged frames in the two newspapers' coverage of the plane collision. 
Little variations were found in the coverage of the collision largely because the 
newspapers and journalists, no matter how professional and objective they 
were, could barely detach from the dominant ideology and patriotic sentiments 
in covering a national crisis. Besides, time pressure, as discussed above, had 
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driven the journalists to official or expert sources, which are traditionally 
believed to be more reliable and important despite these sources have also 
times of seeing an incomplete picture or losing sight and rational reasoning in 
a crisis. After all, the politicians, journalists, experts and audiences are all 
human beings who all have times of being overtaken by emotions. And a 
military crisis, threatening American national interests and democracy, is likely 
the time when emotions could have overtaken professionalism and rationalism 
in aligning the Americans. 
As for the differences，we could probably obtain some hints from their 
different editorial styles, operational scales and political inclinations. The 
Washington Post, which being operated in larger scale with abundant resources, 
had covered the Hainan Crisis mostly with articles fed in by its two China 
correspondents. Whereas The Washington Times’ being a small scale 
operation with very limited resources in foreign coverage, had covered the 
crisis mostly with articles written by its columnist-tumed-j oumalists who had 
been writing for a column on China's military development based on leaks 
from the U.S. military. Moreover, the political inclinations of the two 
newspapers could probably explain the differences as well. As The 
Washington Times has been an ardent supporter of the Republicans and an 
extremely anti-Clinton, anti-democrat newspaper, it was not surprising to 
find it being turned into a forum for criticism of Clinton administration's 
"engagement policy" which was blamed for having boosted China's ambition 
and confidence to stand up to the U.S. demands. There were even doubts on 
Joseph Prueher's position in handling the Hainan Crisis. The Washington 
Post, however, did not attribute the crisis to the Clinton administration's 
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engagement policy, despite it also carried opinions that U.S. aid to China might 
not have returned the result desired — further development of democracy in 
China. 
In short, while there is a common belief that diversity of media in a free society 
may overcome the limitations of framing which are unavoidable in facilitating 
the daily operation of a newspaper, this study found that the two distinctly 
different newspapers in the U.S. The Washington Post and The Washington 
Times basically shared converged frames when covering the Hainan plane 
crash and similar frames on general aspects of China (e.g.，China's media and 
China as a problematic Communist state). Because of their distinctly 
different editorial styles, operational scales and political inclinations, they did 
maintain different emphases in covering China's political and military 
developments respectively, and in the framing domestic politics in relation to 
China. However, overall speaking, the image of China remained to be on the 
negative side and was largely perceived from an American perspective. 
It was not to say that the American perspectives presented in the two newspapers 
studied were less neutral or less credible than the Chinese perspectives, nor to 
say that the American media were less professional or less objective than the 
Chinese media. In reality, neutrality or objectivity does not exist in the vacuum. 
They get their meaning from the eyes of the beholders, who have their own 
perceptions and scales of neutrality or objectivity. It was therefore difficult, 
and was certainly not the objective of this study, to judge whether the Chinese or 
American media were more objective or neutral in the coverage of the Hainan 
Crisis. Rather, this study showed from a framing study that having adopted 
-133 -
American perspectives in the coverage of the Hainan Crisis, the two newspapers 
had in fact lost sight of what could have been seen from a Chinese perspective or 
a third party perspective. While the media had got too much involved in 
defending national interests and the dominant ideology, there were times, such 
as the Hainan Crisis, when they were driven to reflect official lines voluntarily 
and probably unknowingly, resulting in tilted or incomplete coverage similar to 
an official Chinese newspapers which followed closely party lines during a 
crisis. 
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Appendix 1 
The Washington Post 
May 16, 2002 Thursday 
Final Edition 
SECTION: STYLE; THE RELIABLE SOURCE; Pg. COS 
LENGTH: 821 words 
HEADLINE: The Reliable Source 
BYLINE: Lloyd Grove Washington Post Staff Writer 
BODY: 
The Washington Times is gearing up for its 20th anniversary gala next Tuesday, but 
conservative commentator Cliff Kincaid isn't joining the celebration. 
Yesterday the 47-year-old Kincaid - a vehement United Nations and Hugh Hefner 
opponent who writes for American Legion magazine and Reid Irvine's Accuracy in 
Media Report - launched a broadside at the Washington Hilton event, which is 
expected to draw up to 3,000 partygoers, including members of Congress and the 
Bush administration. 
In a press release headlined "Big Buck$ From Cult Leader: Sun Myung Moon Snares Dr. 
Laura," Kincaid noted that "almost one-third of the Senate and one-third of the U.S. 
House … a r e listed as members of a host committee to honor Moon and the paper." 
He claimed that the dinner will exploit bona fide conservatives such as radio scold 
Laura Schlessinger, who is listed as a featured speaker, to scrub the image of the 
controversial Unification Church and the Washington Times founder, who in the 1980s 
served 13 months in federal prison for tax evasion and conspiracy. 
Yesterday Schlessinger spokeswoman Keven Bellows told us her boss will receive a $ 
35,000 speaking fee - which she intends to donate to her private charitable 
foundation — but she added that Schlessinger is coming to show her appreciation for 
the right-leaning newspaper, not for Moon (who on occasion has claimed to be the 
"savior of the world"). Bellows insisted: "She doesn't know Sun Myung Moon from 
Adam." 
Washington Times Executive Editor Wesley Pruden, meanwhile, personally attacked 
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Kincaid. "This guy's a nut. He's angry with us because we had an editorial that was 
mildly approving of something the U.N. and Kofi Annan had done, and he wrote a 
letter to the editor that we didn't want to run. . . • Look, everybody knows that 
Reverend Moon provided the wherewithal for the Times when it started.,..已ut he 
has kept his promise 100 percent: They have never interfered with the editorial side 
of the paper." Kincaid, he added, "needs professional help." 
Kincaid responded: "I need help? I am not a member of a cult, and I don't claim to be 
the Messiah." 
From Paris, The Post's Ann Gerhart reports that Laura Bush met yesterday with 
Mariane Pearl, the very pregnant widow of murdered Wall Street Journal reporter 
Daniel Pearl. After touring an exhibit of Afghan art, the first lady arrived at the 
Parisian home of a Pearl family friend bearing a nosegay of roses and baby's breath, 
and met for nearly an hour with the 34-year-old Mariane, a French citizen whose baby 
is due this month. 
"The meeting was bittersweet," said presidential adviser Karen Hughes, who also 
attended. Pearl "talked about her husband in a very loving, very caring, very 
wonderful way, yet about the need for all of us to crack down on terrorist networks," 
Hughes said. The two women also discussed how to "empower parents and teach 
children not to grow up hating" and "the extent of the propaganda we are up against 
when it comes to dealing with the terrorist networks," Hughes added. 
Pearl's 38-year-old husband's throat was slit on camera by Islamic extremists. The 
grisly home video, which surfaced on Feb. 21 and has proliferated on the Internet, 
was played recently during the trial in Pakistan of Daniel Pearl's alleged killers. 
Yesterday Mariane Pearl denounced CBS News for broadcasting a portion of it, and 
told Bush that she's worried it will be exploited for propaganda. 
* Attack of the Clowns? For much of yesterday in House, it looked like the Republican 
leadership would be able to suspend debate on welfare reform legislation so that more 
than 100 members could enjoy last night's Uptown Theatre premiere of the latest 
"Star Wars" movie, "Episode II: Attack of the Clones." A miffed anonymous 
Democratic staffer told The Post's Juliet Eilperin: "We need to reform welfare tonight 
—not long ago in a galaxy far, far away." But late in the afternoon, the Democratic 
empire struck back, and the would-be moviegoers were forced to stay on the Hill. 
Terry Holt, press secretary to House Majority Leader Dick Armey, told Eilperin that 
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members had to cancel their plans because of fears the Democrats would call for a 
series of procedural votes. 
* With the Yucca Mountain nuclear waste disposal controversy burning away, Paul 
Newman and Joanne Woodward have invited a group of select energy beat reporters, 
nuclear power advocates and environmentalists to their Manhattan apartment 
Monday for "drinks, simple dinner and an off-the-record discussion about nuclear 
power and the disposal nuclear waste." Newman added in his letter: "It should be a 
lively evening — guns must be left in the lobby." Expected at the intimate dinner are 
nuclear engineer Denis Beller, Environmental Defense director Fred Krupp, PBS 
players Bill Moyers and Pat Mitchell, respresentatives of Time and Newsweek 
magazines and The Post's own Eric Pianin. 
With Barbara E. Martinez</body> 
LOAD-DATE: May 16, 2002 
Source: 
http://web.lexis-nexis.com/universe/document? m=9715cfa3cd42807f3b26Q 1 f 
b63d918c7& docnum=31 &wchD=dGLbVlz-zSkVb& md5=e5147ee0aaf8954 
fbea42a47986dl5e4 (Loaded 8.5.04) 
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FreeRepublic.com "A Conservative News Forum" 
REV MOON OWNS WASHINGTON TIMES? 
Website | 1/2/02 | Unknown 
Posted on 01/02/2003 8:18:16 AM PST bv Hamilton2 
/ found the following on a website and was interested as to whether this 
information regarding the Washington Times was true. Would any Freepers 
know if Rev Moon DOES own the Washington Times? 
In it Martin explains that (Reverend)Moon - who owns one of America's 
largest pharmaceutical firms, as well as The Washington Times (a newspaper 
President Bush reads every day) - was bom on January 6，1920，as Yong 
Myung Moon ("Shining Dragon Moon") and had a vision of an entity he 
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believed was Jesus Christ at the age of 16. He also claims to have met Moses 
and Buddha. 
To: Hamilton! 
Yes, he has owned it since the 80s at least. 
Does this mean Bush is a Moonie? 
So9 
2 posted on 01/02/2003 8:38:38 AM PST by Servant of the Nine 
f Post Reply I Private Reply | To 1 | View Replies 1 
To: Servant of the Nine 
I think it is always interesting to know the owners of the media sources. With 
the liberal slant of most media, I was curious as to the possible impact of 
Moon's ideas and ideals on molding public opinion. 
I had no idea he owned the Washington Times. 
Would you know what pharmaceutical company he owns? 
3 posted on 01/02/2003 8:43:06 AM PST by Hamilton� 
� P o s t Reply I Private Reply | To 2 | View Replies 1 
To: Haniilton2 
Yes, Moon owns the Washington Times. But from the getgo, he promised to 
hire independent, conservative editors and staff - folks that would report on 
religious news and events which no other paper ever bothers to publish, much 
less cover. So, he owns it but he doesn't mess with it. 
For the longest time, I resisted subscribing to it, feeling that I would be 
supporting the Moonies. But a friend kept showing me articles in the paper, 
and I had become so frustrated with the increasingly liberal bent of the 
Washtington Post that I finally started reading it. Granted, at first, I read the 
pass-along issues from my friend. But ultimately, I really like what I read in it, 
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like not having to always fight with the constant viewpoint so different from 
mine in the Post, that I subscribed. 
No，I don't know what pharmaceutical company he owns. 
4 posted on 01/02/2003 3:21:01 PM PST by TmthNtegritv 
[Post Reply | Private Reply | To 3 | View Replies ] 
To: Hamilton2 
The Washington! Times has some pretty good reporting and editorials, but I 
would be wary of anything having to do with the "Reverend Moon." The only 
reason that man opposes communism is because he wants the world to himself. 
6 posted on 01/04/2003 12:14:17 PM PST by CommanderS 
[Post Reply | Private Reply | To 1 | View Replies ] 
Disclaimer. Opinions posted on Free Republic are those of the individual posters and do not necessarily represent the opinion 
of Free Republic or its management. All materials posted herein are protected by copyright law and the exemption for fair use 
of copyrighted works. 
FreeRepublic. LLC, PO BOX 9771, FRESNO, CA 93794 
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Dark Side of Rev. Moon: Truth. Legend & Lies 
By Robert Parry 
For a decade and a half, the Rev. Sun Myimg Moon's Washington Times has 
pushed deeper and deeper into Washington's political mainstream. Though 
viewed initially as a quirky right-wing propaganda sheet, the newspaper now 
gets the respect that is afforded few other daily American newspapers. Given 
its strategic spot in Washington, many of its stories are picked up nationally; its 
columnists are regulars on TV talk shows; and C-SPAN's Brian Lamb often 
hoists the front page before a national cable audience. 
More broadly, the Times' day-in-day-out treatment of issues shapes the 
parameters of journalistic attitudes in the nation's capital. Yet, since its 
founding in 1982，the paper has held itself above traditional journalistic 
principles of balance and objectivity. 
During the 1980s, the Times gushed with favorable stories about Ronald 
Reagan and his White House while pouring abuse on presidential critics. 
Moon's paper was an important Republican weapon in congressional battles 
and electoral campaigns, such as when it spread false rumors about Michael 
Dukakis's mental health in 1988. 
President Reagan and his successor. George Bush, recognized the Times' 
contributions. Reagan hailed it as his "favorite" newspaper, and in 1991. when 
Wesley Pruden was elevated to editor-in-chief. Bush invited him to a private 
White House lunch "iust to tell you how valuable the Times has become in 
Washington, where we read it every day."�WT. May 17. 19921 
After President Clinton's inauguration, the newspaper quickly flipped in its 
attitude toward the White House - from watch dog to attack dog. As Allan 
Freedman reported in the Columbia Journalism Review, the paper hammered 
at Clinton's "scandal-and-screw-up" with scoops on Whitewater and on the 
death of deputy White House counsel Vincent Foster. "The competition 
followed these stories, but the time and energy the Times devoted to them 
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helped drive the news," Freedman wrote in March 1995. 
That strategy has carried over into Clinton's second term. In recent weeks, The 
Washington Times has pounded away at the Democratic Party's acceptance of 
Asian money. Times' writers even have heckled other media for not playing up 
dull Senate hearings on the issue. 
Yet, while demanding thorough investigations of some Asian influence-buying, 
the newspaper still takes pains to conceal its own clandestine Asian financing 
—and the Koreans who pull the strings of the newspaper's editors. On the 
editorial page, the Times' masthead touts its nickname as "America's 
Newspaper" and lists 19 executives with European-sounding surnames: from 
the company's vice president to director of computer services. But 
conspicuously absent from the list is the newspaper's publisher, Dong Moon 
Joo, and its founder. Sun Myung Moon, the self-proclaimed messiah who 
heads the Korea-based Unification Church. 
In Moon's case, the Asian connection is especially relevant, because of 
scandals surrounding his early activities in America. U.S. law-enforcement and 
intelligence agencies monitored the church in the 1960s and 70s，considering it 
a potential national security threat to the United States. Reports by the CIA, the 
FBI and Defense Intelligence Agency painted a picture of a secretive religion 
with close ties to South Korea's brutal intelligence service, the KCIA, as well 
as to prominent right-wing industrialists linked to the Japanese mob, the 
yakuza. 
In the late 1970s，a congressional investigation drew on these reports in tying 
the Unification Church to "Koreagate，" an influence-buying scheme directed 
by the KCIA against American targets. Investigators traced the church's chief 
sources of money to bank accounts in Japan, but could follow the cash no 
further. 
When I inquired about the vast fortune that the Unification Church has poured 
into its American operations, the church's chief spokesman refused to divulge 
dollar amounts for any of Moon's activities. "Each year the church retains an 
independent accounting firm to do a national audit and produce an annual 
financial statement," wrote church legal representative Peter D. Ross. "While 
this statement is used in routine financial transactions by the church, [it] is not 
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my policy to make it otherwise avail-able." Ross also refused to pass on 
interview requests to Moon and other church leaders. 
For years, church officials have maintained that the money comes from U.S. 
fund-raising and from varied businesses, machine manufacturing to tuna 
fishing. But my interviews with a half dozen former senior church figures 
found solid agreement that the expense of just keeping The Washington Times 
afloat -- a figure that one ex-leader put at $100 million-plus a year -- far 
exceeds what the church generates in the United States. 
Who Is Sun Myung Moon? 
Despite Moon's influence in Washington, few Americans know much about his 
life and allegiances. His disciples already have begun to shroud his biography 
in the fog of legend. Church publications are filled with inspirational 
Sunday-school-type tales of Moon's courage and beneficence. Propaganda has 
worked its way into popular accounts as well, with books from conservative 
outlets, such as Regnery Publishing, challenging U.S. government evidence on 
Moon. Still, much of the record of Moon's life and his church's growth can be 
pieced together from government documents and statements by longtime 
followers. 
Moon was bom on Jan. 6, 1920，in a rural comer of northwestern Korea to a 
family which belonged to a Christian sect. Through Moon's first 25 years, 
Japan occupied the Korean peninsula. In 1945，Allied forces ended that control, 
but left Korea divided with Soviet troops in the north and U.S. soldiers in the 
south. 
In this post-war period, Moon moved to southern Korea and joined a mystical 
sect called Israel Suo-won. The group preached the imminent arrival of a 
Korean messiah and engaged in a strange sexual ritual called "pikarume," in 
which ministers purify women through sexual intercourse, the so-called 
"blessing of the womb." 
With his developing theology, Moon returned to communist-ruled North Korea, 
but soon ran into legal troubles. North Korean authorities arrested him twice, 
apparently on morals charges connected to his sexual rites with young women. 
Moon's supporters, however, claim the charge was espionage. Nevertheless, on 
Oct. 14，1950, with war raging on the Korean peninsula, United Nations troops 
overran the prison where Moon was held. Moon and all the other inmates were 
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freed. 
According to church histories, Moon then trekked south, carrying on his back 
an injured prisoner named Pak Chung Hwa. (For years, church officials have 
published a photograph purportedly showing Moon piggy-backing Pak across 
a river. But several church sources now admit that the photo is a hoax ~ that 
Moon is not the man in the picture and the location is not where Moon was.) 
Moon's southward journey ended in the South Korean port of Pusan, where he 
resumed his missionary work. He later moved to Seoul, South Korea's capital, 
and founded his own church in May 1954. He called it T'ong-il Kyo, or Holy 
Spirit Association for the Unification of World Christianity. It became known 
as the Unification Church. 
At the center of Moon's theology was a new twist to the Old Testament story 
about the Fall of Man. Instead of biting into a forbidden apple, Eve copulated 
with Satan and then passed on the sin by having sex with Adam. Thousands of 
years later, God sent Jesus to restore man to his original purity, Moon taught. 
But Jesus failed because he was betrayed by the Jews and died before he could 
father any sinless children. 
That failure forced God to send a second Messiah, who turned out to be Moon 
himself. Moon saw his task as starting the purification of mankind and 
establishing God's Kingdom on Earth. Moon and his followers would rule a 
worldwide theocracy. "We cannot separate the political field from the 
religious," Moon declared. 
Morals Charges 
But in South Korea, Moon's early religious recruitment of young idealistic 
college students, especially from an all-girls Christian school, landed him in 
hot water again. The South Korean government arrested Moon in 1955 for 
allegedly conducting more sexual "purification" rites, according to several U.S. 
intelligence reports which are now public. Moon was freed three months later 
because none of the young women would testify for fear of public humiliation, 
according to an undated FBI summary, released under a Freedom of 
Information Act request. 
"During the next two years in the national news media of South Korea, Rev. 
Moon was the butt of scandalist humor," the FBI report stated. By the late 
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1950s，however, Moon had managed to build a small cadre of followers. He 
also was reaching out beyond Korea, sending his first missionaries to Japan 
and the United States. 
Church officials repeatedly have denied the reports of Moon's sexual rituals. 
But the charges received new attention in 1993 with the Japanese publication 
of The Tragedy of the Six Marys - a book by the early Moon disciple, Pak 
Chung Hwa, whom Moon supposedly carried to South Korea. According to 
Pak's book, Moon taught that Jesus was supposed to save mankind by having 
sex with six already-married women who would then have sex with other men 
who would pass on the purification to other women until, eventually, all 
mankind would have pure blood. 
Pak contended that Moon took on this responsibility as the second messiah. 
But Pak alleged that Moon abused the practice by turning the ”six Marys" into 
a kind of rotating sex club. Pak wrote that Moon's first wife divorced him after 
catching him in a sex ritual. In all, Pak estimated that there were at least 60 
"Marys," many of whom ended up destitute after Moon discarded them. 
According to the testimony of one "Mary," named Yu Shin Hee, she met Moon 
in the early 1950s and became a follower along with her husband. Devoted to 
the church, her husband abandoned her and her five children, whom she then 
put into an orphanage. She, in turn, agreed to become one of Moon's "six 
Marys." But Yu Shin Hee claimed that Moon tired of her after just one "blood 
exchange," a phrase referring to sexual intercourse. Still, she was required to 
have sex with other men. Seven years later, a broken woman with no money, 
she tried to return to her children, but they also rejected her. 
When Moon impregnated another one of the women, Moon sent her to Japan 
where she gave birth to a baby boy, according to Pak's account. Moon later 
admitted fathering the child, who died in a train crash at the age of 13. But Pak 
wrote that Moon refused to admit responsibility for other illegitimate children 
bom to the women. 
"By forwarding this teaching, he violated mothers, their daughters, their 
sisters," Pak claimed. But the sexual activity apparently did help in recruiting 
men to the church. By the early 1960s，the church was pulling in better 
educated young men, including some with connections to South Korea's 
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intelligence agency, the KCIA, Pak wrote. 
(After The Tragedy of the Six Marys was published, the church denounced the 
allegations as spurious. Under intense pressure, the aging Pak Chung Hwa 
agreed to recant. However, his book's accounts tracked closely with U.S. 
intelligence reports of the same period and interviews with former church 
leaders.) 
KCIA Joins In 
Kim Jong-Pil and three other young English-speaking army officers became 
closely associated with Moon's church during this transitional phase. In 1961, 
Kim had founded the KCIA, which centralized Seoul's internal and external 
intelligence activities. Another one of the young officers was Col. Bo Hi Pak, 
one of Moon's ablest disciples. 
With these young officers，however, it was never clear whether religion was 
paramount or whether they recognized the potential that an international 
church held as a cover for KCIA operations. In 1962, Kim Jong-Pil traveled to 
San Francisco where he met with Unification Church members. According to 
one account later published by a congressional investigation, the KCIA 
founder promised discreet support for Moon's church. 
At the same time, Kim Jong-Pil was in charge of South Korea's negotiations 
with Japan to improve bilateral relations between the two former enemies. 
Those talks put him in touch with key Japanese rightists, Yoshio Kodama and 
Ryoichi Sasakawa, who had been jailed as fascist war criminals at the end of 
World War II. 
A few years after the war, however, both were freed by U.S. military 
intelligence officials who wanted help in combatting communist labor unions 
and student strikes. Kodama and Sasakawa obliged by dispatching right-wing 
goon squads to break up demonstrations. They also allegedly grew rich from 
their association with the yakuza, a shadowy organized crime syndicate that 
profited off drug smuggling, gambling and prostitution in Japan and Korea. 
Behind-the-scenes, Kodama and Sasakawa became power-brokers in Japan's 
ruling Liberal Democratic Party. 
Kim Jong-Pil's contacts with these right-wing leaders proved invaluable to the 
Unification Church, which had made only a few converts in Japan by the early 
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1960s. Immediately after Kim Jong-Pil opened the door to Kodama and 
Sasakawa in late 1962, 50 leaders of an ultra-nationalist Japanese Buddhist 
sect converted en masse to the Unification Church. 
According to David E. Kaplan and Alec Dubro in their authoritative book, 
Yakuza, "Sasakawa became an advisor to Reverend Sun Myung Moon's 
Japanese branch of the Unification Church" and collaborated with Moon in 
building far-right anti-communist organizations in Asia. 
Eve on Washington 
The church's growth spurt did not escape the notice of U.S. intelligence 
officers in the field. One CIA report, dated Feb. 26, 1963，stated that "Kim 
Jong-Pil organized the Unification Church while he was director of the ROK 
[Republic of Korea] Central Intelligence Agency, and has been using the 
church, which had a membership of 27,000, as a political tool." Though 
Moon's church had existed since the mid-1950s, the report appeared correct in 
noting Kim Jong-Pil's key role in transforming the church from a minor 
Korean sect into a potent international organization. 
With alliances in place in Tokyo and Seoul, the Unification Church next took 
aim at Washington. In 1964, Bo Hi Pak moved to America and started the 
Korean Cultural and Freedom Foundation, a front that performed the dual 
purpose of helping Moon meet important Americans, while assisting the KCIA 
in its international operations. Bo Hi Pak named Kim Jong-Pil, the KCIA 
founder, to be the foundation's "honorary chairman." The foundation also 
sponsored KCIA anti-communist propaganda outlets, such as Radio of Free 
Asia, according to the congressional report on the Koreagate scandal. 
Moon's church also was active in the Asian People's Anti-Communist League, 
a fiercely right-wing group founded by the governments of South Korea and 
Taiwan. In 1966，the group expanded into the World Anti-Communist League, 
an international alliance that brought together traditional conservatives with 
former Nazis, overt racialists and Latin American "death squad" operatives. In 
an interview, retired U.S. Army Gen. John K. Singlaub, a former WACL 
president, said "the Japanese [WACL] chapter was taken over almost entirely 
by Moonies." 
By the 1970s, the U.S. public was aware of Moon and his church, but much of 
the attention was negative. Parents complained that the church brainwashed 
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their children into becoming robotic fund-raisers selling flowers and cheap 
toys. The totalitarian nature of Moon's church stood out in his staging of mass 
marriages, or "blessings," in which he would pair up husbands and wives who 
had never met. 
But the U.S. government suspected a political motive behind Moon's activities. 
The FBI summary of its evidence was marked by a number indicating that the 
Unification Church was under a counter-intelligence investigation in the 1970s. 
The report's title, "Organizations and Individuals Associated with the Reverend 
Sun Myung Moon and/or the Unification Church," refers specifically to 
possible violation of the foreign agent registration law. 
Although blacked-out portions obscured who was stating some of the 
conclusions -- a specific source or the FBI ~ the report described the church as 
"an absolutely totalitarian organization" which was part of an international 
"conspiracy" that functioned by its own rules. "One of the central doctrines of 
the Moon relig[i]ous aspects is what they call heavenly deception. ... It 
basically says that to take from Satan what rightfully belongs to God，you may 
do most anything. You may lie, cheat, steal or kill." 
Buying Influence 
Despite the FBI's concerns, Moon began making friends in Washington the old 
fashioned way: by spreading around lots of money. Moon also had his 
followers cozy up to government officials more personally. According to the 
FBI summary, Moon designated "300 pretty girls" to lobby members of 
Congress. "They were trying to influence United States senators and 
congressmen on behalf of South Korea," the FBI document read. 
Raising his profile even higher, Moon tried to bail President Nixon out of the 
Watergate scandal by organizing a National Prayer and Fast Committee. Moon 
used the slogan: "forgive, love, unite." During Nixon's final days, the campaign 
earned Moon a face-to-face "thank you" from the embattled president. 
The American defeat in Vietnam also deepened fears in Seoul about the U.S. 
commitment to defend South Korea. In late 1975, the CIA intercepted a secret 
South Korean document entitled "1976 Plan for Operations in the United 
States." In the name of "strengthening the execution of the U.S. security 
commitment to the ROK [South Korea]," it called for influencing U.S. public 
opinion by penetrating American media, government and academia. 
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Thousands of dollars were earmarked for "special manipulation" of 
congressmen; their staffs were to be infiltrated with paid "collaborators"; an 
"intelligence network" was to be put into the White House; money was 
targeted for "manipulation" of officials at the Pentagon, State Department and 
CIA; some U.S. journalists were to be spied on, while others would be paid; a 
"black newspaper" would be started in New York; contacts with American 
scholars would be coordinated "with Psychological Warfare Bureau"; and "an 
organizational network of anti-communist fronts" would be created. 
Several months later, in summer 1976，Moon returned to the United States and 
delivered a flattering pro-U.S. speech at the Washington Monument. On a 
deeper level, however, Moon seemed to be following the KCIA script. Moon 
started a small-circulation newspaper in New York City that featured Jesse 
Jackson's column. Moon promoted the anti-communist cause through front 
groups which held conferences and paid speaking fees to academics, 
journalists and political leaders. 
In 1976，Moon, Bo Hi Pak and other church members bought stock in the 
Washington-based Diplomat National Bank. Simultaneously, South Korean 
agent Tongsun Park was investing heavily in the same bank. Moon seemed to 
have nearly unlimited money for his expanding church. 
Koreagate Scandal 
Though it's clear the church did collaborate with the KCIA during the 1960s 
and 70s, it's murkier whether Moon was using the KCIA or it was using him. 
In many ways, the agendas of the two organizations overlapped: the alliance 
gave Moon political protection and business opportunities, while the KCIA got 
a cover for promoting South Korean interests inside the United States, the 
country responsible for South Korea's defense. 
But the South Korean scheme backfired in the late 1970s with the explosion of 
a scandal dubbed "Koreagate." Rep. Donald Fraser，D-Minn., led a 
congressional probe which tracked Tongsun Park's influence-buying campaign 
and exposed the KCIA links to the Unification Church. 
Moon and his new U.S. conservative allies mounted a strong defense, however. 
In pro-Moon publications, Fraser and his staff were pilloried as leftists. 
Anti-Moon witnesses were assailed as unstable liars. Minor bookkeeping 
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problems inside the investigation, such as Eraser's salary advances to some 
staff members, were seized upon to justify demands for an ethics probe of the 
congressman. 
One of those ethics letters, dated June 30, 1978, came from John T. "Terry" 
Dolan of the National Conservative Political Action Committee (NCPAC). 
Dolan's group was pioneering the strategy of "independent" TV attack ads 
which smeared liberal Democrats. In turn, Moon's CAUSA International 
helped Dolan by contributing $500,000 to a Dolan group, known as the 
Conservative Alliance or CALL. [ Washington Post, Sept. 17，1984] 
With support from Dolan and others, Moon weathered the Koreagate political 
storm. Fraser lost a Senate bid in 1978 and was out of Congress. Then, in 1980， 
Reagan won the White House and extended a VIP invitation for Moon to 
attend the presidential inaugural. The theocrat had arrived. 
But Moon still faced nagging legal problems from the 1970s. Over objections 
from senior Reagan administration officials at the Justice Department, federal 
prosecutors in New York City insisted on pursuing a tax case against Moon for 
fraudulently reporting his income. The case led to Moon's 1982 conviction and 
a 13-month prison term, but the more serious case against Moon as a suspected 
intelligence agent petered out. It's still not clear why. 
"I don't think there was any doubt that the Moon newspaper took a virulently 
pro-South Korea position," explained Oliver "Buck" Revell, then a senior FBI 
official in the national security area. "But whether there was something illegal 
about it..." His voice trailed off. As for the internal security investigation in the 
1970s，Revell added only: "It led its foil life." 
Starting the Presses 
While facing the tax charges in 1982，Moon launched his most ambitious 
project. The Washington Times. From the start, the newspaper claimed it would 
be independent of the church. But in its first decade, it suffered a series of 
embarrassing resignations by top editors and correspondents who complained 
of church interference. 
In one typical case, Edmund Jacoby, a former Times national security writer, 
described how in 1988 he was assigned to interview Soviet dissident Mikhail 
Makarenko who told an apparently fabricated first-person account about Soviet 
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slave labor camps. Jacoby reported that the Times editors pushed him to write a 
favorable article about Makarenko and were annoyed when he debunked much 
of the dissident's tale. Jacoby discovered later that the Unification Church was 
secretly supporting Makarenko through CAUSA International. 
"Why would any newspaper work so hard to get one of its own reporters to tell 
an apparently false story?" Jacoby asked. "The answer lies in the nature of 
Moon's enterprises in the United States. ... In a world in which the perception 
of power is power, the purpose of everything that's done at the Times is to give 
Moon the appearance of having power. For Moon to gain cachet in the eyes of 
offshore anti-communists who might extend privileges or cash to his 
operations, it's necessary to demonstrate from time to time that he has the 
capacity to influence decisions in Washington." [ Regardie's, November 1988] 
In fall 1988, Moon's newspaper and other front groups pushed hard for Bush's 
election.�For details, see first two parts of this series in The Consortium. July 
28 and Aug. 11, 1997] With Bush's decisive victory. Moon's influence 
advanced again inside Washington. Church front groups proliferated in 
dizzying numbers, as more and more prestigious figures in politics, journalism 
and academia took Moon's money and attended his gatherings. 
But even as Moon consolidated influence in Washington, internal schisms and 
bizarre behavior divided the church leadership. In 1989，published reports 
disclosed that Moon had declared that one of his sons, Heimg Jin Moon who 
died in a car crash in 1984，had come back to life in the body of a church 
member from Zimbabwe. The powerful African — known inside the church as 
the "black Heimg Jin" - then compelled church leaders to stand before him 
and engage in humiliating self-criticisms. 
During one of these rituals in December 1988，the Zimbabwean severely beat 
longtime Moon lieutenant Bo Hi Pak, who was then publisher of The 
Washington Times. Pak reportedly suffered brain damage and impaired speech. 
Church sources told me that Moon had sanctioned the assault and then 
transferred his out-of-favor aide to Japan. 
A Whiff of Jonestown 
Commenting on the incident, former Times editor William P. Cheshire wrote, 
"Where the Moonies are concerned, it seems clear, we are dealing with 
something be-sides just an exotic cult. The Pak beating smacks strongly of 
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Jonestown. And with Moon lavishing hundreds of millions of dollar a year on 
newspapers, magazines and political-action groups in this country and abroad, 
such occult and aggressive practices give rise to secular apprehensions. If the 
'reincarnation' doesn't rock those conservative shops that have been taking 
money from Moon, not even fire-breathing dragons would disturb them." [ San 
Diego Union-Tribune, April 9, 1989] 
Despite his success in Washington, Moon was growing annoyed with his 
followers for failing him and bitter toward the American people for rejecting 
his theology. In a speech on Jan. 2, 1996，Moon gave voice to this self-pity. "If 
Father were to complain about his course of life during the past 40 years," 
Moon said, speaking of himself in the third person, "imagine how much he 
would have been able to complain. ... Many people didn't accomplish their 
missions. If Father had begun to complain about his followers and the evil 
world that didn't accept him, what kind of miserable life Father would have. 
Do you understand?" 
Since coming to America, Moon also has downplayed his provocative sexual 
beliefs, but sometimes the old themes do pop up. After Moon spoke in 
Minneapolis on Oct. 26，1996, a reporter for the Unification News, an internal 
newsletter, commented that "what the audience heard was not the usual things 
that one would expect to hear from a minister. Rev. Moon's talk included a 
very frank discussion of the purpose, role and true value of the sexual organs." 
[December 1996] 
Moon's unusual attitudes have affected the children of his current marriage to 
Hak Ja Han Moon, too. Hidden behind the walls of luxurious estates scattered 
around the world, these supposedly perfect children of the "True Parents" have 
lived pampered and peculiar lives. They now are adding more fissures to the 
church's inner empire. ~ 
Next Issue: Sins of the True Father 
(c) Copyright 1997 
http://www.consQrtiumnews.com/archive/moon4.html (Loaded on 8.5.2004) 
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SECTION:TECHNOLOGY 
LENGTH: 644 words 
HEADLINE: Editorials Weigh In on FCC's Media Ownership Vote 
SOURCE: washingtonpost.com 
BYLINE: washingtonpost.com Staff Writer 
HIGHLIGHT: 
Many of the companies that run news organizations have a lot to gain from less 
regulation of their businesses. But not all of them support deregulation. 
BODY: 
When the FCC decides on Monday whether it will loosen media ownership regulations, 
Americans almost certainly will find out about it through the radio, TV, newspapers or 
the Internet. The chances are equally good that the company that owns the station, 
paper or Web site also owns other news operations — perhaps several in the same city 
or region. 
Many of the companies that run news organizations, therefore, have a lot to gain from 
less regulation of their businesses. But not all of them support deregulation. Here are 
excerpts from published editorials that show where various media organizations stand 
on the issue of loosening ownership rules — and a look at the companies that own 
those publications: 
Rocky Mountain News The Vero (Fla.) Press Journal The E.W. Scripps Co. publishes 21 
daily newspapers, such as the Rocky Mountain News, the Press Journal, the 
Albuquerque Tribune, the Memphis Commercial Appeal, the Cincinnati Post and the 
Ventura County Star. It also owns 10 local broadcast stations and cable stations such 
as the Home and Garden Network and the Food Network. 
New York Times The New York Times Co. publishes the Boston Globe, the 
International Herald Tribune, the Worcester (Mass.) Telecom & Gazette and about a 
dozen other newspapers in the Southeast and California. It owns eight TV stations 
and two radio stations. 
The Washington Post The Washington Post Co. owns six local television 
stations, several newspapers ~ including The Herald (Everett, Wash.) and 
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The Gazette newspapers serving parts of Maryland ~ and 
washingtonpost.com. 
Boston Herald Herald Media Inc., which spun off of Rupert Murdoch's News Corp., 
owns several other community newspapers in Massachusetts. 
The Washington Times The Washington Times is owned by News World 
Communications Inc., which also runs the newswire United Press 
International. News World was founded by Unification Church head Rev. Sun 
Myung Moon. 
Capital Times Madison Newspapers Inc. is independently operated. 
Orange County Register Freedom Communications Inc. publishes about three-dozen 
daily and weekly newspapers throughout medium- and smaller-sized U.S. cities. It 
also owns eight TV stations. 
St. Louis Post-Dispatch The Post-Dispatch is owned by Pulitzer Inc., which also runs 
the Tucson Daily Star. It also owns a number of St. Louis-area community papers and 
12 other smaller dailies. 
The Bergen County (NJ.) Record The North Jersey Media Group owns several dailies, 
weeklies and other specialty publications in North Jersey. 
St. Petersburg Times The Times Publishing Co. is published by the Poynter Institute 
for journalism. 
The Wall Street Journal The Wall Street Journal is owned by Dow Jones & Company 
Inc., which also publishes Barron's and SmartMoney, as well as the Dow Jones 
newswire. 
Santa Fe New Mexican The Santa Fe New Mexican is independently owned. 
The Detroit News The Detroit News is owned by Gannett, the publisher of USA Today. 
The company owns multiple newspapers around the United States, including the 
Arizona Republic, the Honolulu Advertiser, the Idaho Statesman, the Jackson (Miss.) 
Clarion-Ledger, the Cincinnati Enquirer. It also owns a number of local television 
stations, including WUSA Channel 9, the CBS affiliate in Washington, D.C. 
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Portland Press Herald The Press Herald is owned by the Blethen Maine Newspapers, a 
division of the Blethen family-owned Seattle Times Co. 
The Chicago Tribune Los Angeles Times Hartford Courant The Los Angeles Times, The 
Chicago Tribune and the Hartford Courant are published by the Tribune Co., which also 
owns New York's Newsday, the Baltimore Sun and the Orlando Sentinel. In addition, 
the company owns 26 local TV stations. 
Honolulu Star-Bulletin The Star-已ulletin is owned by Oahu Publications Inc. 
The Durham (N.C.) Herald-Sun The Herald-Sun is owned by the Durham Herald Co. 
LOAD-DATE: December 1, 2003 
Source: 
http://web.lexis-nexis.com/universe/docunnent?_m=239e968cl726a5209961b799f 
ae0008c&_docnum = ll&wchp=dGLbVlz-zSkVb&_md5=00381e4d05dl75a03a0ddld 
Id4ffl76e 
(Loaded 8.5.04) 
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LENGTH: 938 words 
HEADLINE: Glasses raised high for Times' 20th; 
Lawmakers, media toast two decades in Washington 
BYLINE: By Ellen Sorokin, THE WASHINGTON TIMES 
BODY: 
The Washington Times threw a party last night celebrating its 20th anniversary at a 
gala to a packed house at the Washington Hilton. 
More than 3,000 congressmen, state legislators, and business and religious leaders 
from across the country attended the dinner and the reception to congratulate The 
Times on "Two Decades of Dedication and Distinction." The visitors even included 
members of the Diet, the Japanese parliament. 
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President Bush, preparing to depart for Moscow, sent a message via a White 
House aide. "Since 1982," he said, "people across America and throughout 
the world have relied on The Washington Times as a distinguished source of 
information and opinion. 
"As a forum for the debate of timely issues, The Times has contributed 
significantly to a more informed public," the president wrote. "I commend 
the individuals whose hard work has helped The Washington Times become 
a major U.S. daily paper. Your continued pursuit of excellence is a credit to 
journalism." 
Other greetings included those from Sen. Thomas Daschle of South Dakota, the 
leader of the Democratic majority in the Senate, who praised The Times in a video for 
enlivening the national debate. 
The evening's keynote speaker, radio personality Laura Schlessinger, congratulated 
The Times on its 20 years of commitment to truth and freedom. 
"In my experience, The Washington Times operates according to the thed-and-true 
traditions of a free press," she said. "Reporters and editors take their responsibilities 
seriously, always checking the facts. Then, they publish the truth, often in opposition 
to the herd mentality that guides the coverage of most of its competitors." 
Wesley Pruden, the editor in chief of The Times, greeted the Rev. Sun Myung Moon, 
founder of the newspaper, with a cheery salute: "Rev. Moon," he said, "they said it 
couldn't be done. But we did it." 
Asa Hutchinson, chief of the Drug Enforcement Administration; Rep. Jennifer Dunn, 
Washington Republican; David Keene, chairman of the American Conservative Union; 
and the Rev. Walter Fauntroy of the New Bethel Baptist Church, who gave the 
invocation at the dinner, talked of the "balance" the newspaper had brought to 
Washington journalism. 
"A lot of what is printed wouldn't be printed if it hadn't been in The Washington 
Times," said retired Sen. Malcolm Wallop, Wyoming Republican. "Its presence keeps 
journalism honest." 
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"We appreciate having you in town," said Sen. Conrad Burns, Montana Republican. 
"It's been said that journalism is the ability to meet the challenge of filling space," 
said Rep. Thomas M. Davis III, Virginia Republican. "The Washington Times is 
exceptional in that it fills that space well." 
Rev. Moon, in his remarks, spoke of his vision for the newspaper. "The memory is still 
fresh in my mind of how, in May 1982, I made the final decision to publish the 
newspaper." He challenged the guests to "embody the qualities of defending freedom, 
promoting family values and strengthening your faith in God." 
Douglas Joo, president of The Washington Times Corp., said, "We are proud to set a 
distinctive tradition in public discourse." 
The first edition of The Washington Times rolled off borrowed presses May 
17, 1982, nine months after the Washington Star's presses fell silent. News 
World Communications, a publishing company founded by Korean 
businessmen and others who were members of Rev. Moon's Unification 
Church, took on the mission of financing, designing and launching an 
independent newspaper in Washington. 
The Times began operating from a makeshift newsroom in an old warehouse at 
3600 New York Ave. NW. The paper was staffed by a handful of newspaper 
professionals recruited by a working group from News World headed by former 
Korean diplomat Bo Hi Pak. 
Today, The Times has more than 820 employees, a daily circulation of 110,120, and 
is a newspaper with national influence. 
Country music star Randy Travis entertained at the gala, after opening the 
proceedings by singing the national anthem. Also performing during the dinner were 
the Viennese Strings and the Children of the Gospel Choir. 
As part of its 20th-anniversary celebration, The Times held an essay contest for 
students in grades three through 12 in the Washington area. From more than 800 
submissions, 96 winners were selected in 12 categories. The top 12 winners honored 
last night were Valerie G. Peckarsky, Max Koehler, Matthew P. Farrell, Gina Depaul, 
Bin Yang, Linnay Corley, Graham Spicer, David Kay, Paul Thornley, Cherryce Lynn 
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White, Kim Sorensen and Tara Lester. 
The Times presented its Courage in Leadership Awards, which honor individuals who 
have shown distinction and courage in their fields of endeavor, Virginia State Trooper 
Michael Middleton, Fairfax County Fire Capt. Jerry Roussillon and Arlington County 
Fire Capt. Stephen McCoy were honored for their heroic efforts during the September 
11 recovery efforts at the Pentagon. 
The International Courage in Leadership Award was presented to Cesar Gaviria, the 
Organization of American States' secretary-general, known in Latin America as a 
conflict mediator, democracy advocate, staunch supporter of regional integration and 
defender of human rights. 
The National Courage in Leadership Awards were presented to the Rev. Floyd Flake of 
the Allen African Methodist Episcopal Church in Queens, N.Y., and Michael S. Joyce, 
founder and chief executive officer of the Washington-based Americans for 
Community and Faith-Centered Enterprise, which seeks to channel government and 
private funding to small, religious social service groups. 
GRAPHIC: Radio host Laura Schlessinger last night commended The Times for 
challenging the "herd mentality" that guides much of its competition. Photo by Daniel 
Rosenbaum/The Washington Times ； The Rev. Sun Myung Moon (second from right) 
and his wife, Hak Ja Han Moon (right), toasted the 20th anniversary of The 
Washington Times last night. Photo by Daniel Rosenbaum/The Washington Times ； 
Country singer Randy Travis (left) performed last night at The Washington Times' 
20th-anniversary gala. Photo by Daniel Rosenbaum/The Washington Times 
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SECTION: CELEBRATING 20 YEARS OF DEDICATION AND DISTINCTION; COVER 
STORY; Pg. GOl 
LENGTH: 3226 words 
HEADLINE: Surviving, and thriving, as a first source of news 
BYLINE: By Ken Mclntyre, THE WASHINGTON TIMES 
BODY: 
The Washington Times turns 20 today with the international reputation for 
hard-hitting news reporting and robust opinion pages that even its most loyal readers 
would not have dared predict when the newspaper was born in the late spring of 1982. 
Certain wise men said this new newspaper in the nation's capital would survive six 
months. Some said six weeks. They said it never would live long enough to earn 
respect and credibility, to achieve influence, to win the admiration of skeptics, to see 
the dawn of its third decade. 
But it did. 
The Washington Times would not only survive, but thrive. It began as a scrappy 
alternative to its entrenched competition, speaking to the world as a ringing 
independent voice. The Times matured in its second decade as a reliable source of 
news and information that readers sav they can't find elsewhere and, on the editorial 
page and in its commentary pages, a vigilant and unapoloaetic defender of the values 
of God and country, of faith and family. 
Speaker of the House J. Dennis Hastert, Illinois Republican, expresses the oft-heard 
verdict: "Washington has not been the same since The Washington Times arrived on 
the scene 20 years ago. It has become a more informed city where a real diversity of 
opinion is heard." 
Readers who may disagree with the editorial page's firm, clear stand on traditional 
values and conservative principles nevertheless sav that both Washington and the 
national debate are livelier and more honest for the presence of The Times. 
"Debate is the noise of democracy." savs Senate Maloritv Leader Tom Daschle of 
South Dakota, the town's too Democrat. "That's whv I value The Washington Times. 
For 20 years. The Times has helped make Washington noisier, our national debate 
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more vigorous and our democracv stronger." 
Defying the odds 
The story of an unexpected second newspaper in Washington is a story of tenacity 
and determination, of two decades of dedication and distinction. 
The Times struggled to establish itself as an alternative to The Washington Post and 
the dominant media culture at the apogee of the Cold War, when communism and 
despotism seemed to be on the march, with the traditional American values in 
apparent retreat. The newspaper had to overcome suspicions of its founder's 
purpose and endure the hostility of a smug media establishment while learning the 
hard way from its growing pains. 
In its second decade The Times could consolidate its strengths and, with communism 
at last relegated to the ash heap of history, contribute to the reshaping of the media 
landscape and project its influence over the national agenda. Its news and opinion 
columns spurred - among other changes - a historic turnover in Congress, the close 
questioning of a president's character and a reawakening of appreciation for the 
values upon which the nation was founded. 
The Times, in no small part because of aggressive coverage of the White House^ 
Congress, national security and foreign policy as well as local affairs, grew to be one 
of the most quoted newspapers in the world, read not only in Washington but in the 
capitals of the rest of the world. 
"There's nothing like a good Washington Times editorial to get my juices going for the 
day's debates in the Senate," says Sen. Edward M. Kennedy, Massachusetts 
Democrat. "I respect and commend The Times for its in-depth coverage of Congress. 
I send my congratulations and best wishes on the 20th anniversary." 
Today, a top-rated Web site (www.washinQtontimes.com'): a National Weekly Edition 
(that overtook The Washington Post's national weekly edition in circulation); and 
dozens of monthly "pickups" of its stories bv other news organizations have 
combined to project the influence of "America's Newspaper" far bevond its growing 
Washington circulation haqp. 
Unofficial audited daily circulation climbed to 110,200 in March even as The Post's 
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formidable circulation, which had reached 780,000, continued to fall. The Internet 
edition, introduced in May 1996 and upgraded regularly, early this year recorded a 
peak of 18 million monthly "page views" - measuring visitors, not multiple visits, 
Wesley Pruden, who shaped the newspaper as managing editor under Arnaud de 
Borchgrave in the first decade and then as editor in chief through the second, has 
kept the emphasis on the fundamentals of old-fashioned "shoe-leather" reporting. 
He nurtured a period of stable growth and acceptance in which The Times projected 
a mature influence while attracting new talent and solidifying its reputation as a 
must-read for everyone with a stake in what goes on in Washington. 
The Times is not only "a very good read," Brookings Institution media analyst and 
senior fellow Stephen Hess told the trade magazine Presstime last month, but can be 
counted among the nation's best 10 newspapers. 
None of this could have been foreseen on Aug. 7, 1981, the day newspaper 
competition disappeared in Washington. Time Inc., unable to extend its talent with 
glossy magazines into the gritty, down-and-dirty world of daily newspapers, finally 
shuttered the 129-year-old Washington Star, which had been the dominant voice and 
advertising vehicle in town as late as the 1960s. 
"The first thing to be said about The Washington Times is that its existence is a small 
miracle, or maybe even a big one/' says Sen. Phil Gramm, Texas Republican. "From 
its first day, the paper has defied the experts, the critics and the odds lust bv being 
there. The Times was born into a market famous for killing off major dailies, and it 
arrived at a time when bia-city newspapers had begun to die off all over America." 
In a time and place before the Internet, CNN, MSNBC and Fox News, when 
information, and control of access to information, was the ultimate power, The 
Washington Post reigned in splendid isolation in the nation's capital, answerable not 
even to public opinion. 
The Post, which four years earlier had celebrated its centennial status as "the 
powerful voice of liberal American democracy." was perhaps the newspaper least 
vulnerable to competition in all the world. Not even Pravda enjoyed such domination 
of the early-morning attention of policy-makers in its capital. 
Ronald Reagan was still new in town, trying to stoke the fires of the free market and 
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buck up the courage of the free world. But a lot of his matches were wet. Mr. Reagan 
had achieved the impossible; he was a conservative who had gotten himself elected 
president of the United States. He was greeted by the dominant media establishment 
with incredulity, suspicion, frustration, even anger. 
A recession inherited from his predecessor threatened to descend into a depression 
as the unemployment rate, the highest since 1940, bumped 10 percent. Interest 
rates nudged close to 20 percent. The news on the financial pages was grim, almost 
without relief: layoffs, factory closings, declining personal income. 
The Rev. Sun Myung Moon, the Korean evangelist who had survived communist 
persecution, torture and imprisonment in the 1940s to found a worldwide religious 
movement in the 1950s and promote intercultural understanding in the 1960s, 
anticipated the death of the Star with growing concern. 
A group of Korean businessmen and others, members of the Unification Church, had 
managed successful enterprises around the world, including newspapers in Tokyo, 
Paris, New York and Cyprus in the mid-1970s. They regarded the lack of robust press 
debate in Washington as a danger not only to their own country, threatened by a 
heavily armed and hostile neighbor only 38 miles from Seoul, or to the United States, 
but to the free world that looked to America for leadership. 
"When Washington. D.C.. the nation's capital, ended UP with one liberal newspaper. 
The Washington Post. I waited for some rich people with a lot of resources to come 
forward and publish a patriotic newspaper there." Rev. Moon said in December 1982. 
seven months after the founding of The Times. "Since no one did, I stood up and said, 
•Let's do it.'" 
A new day 
News World Communications Inc., publisher of a small daily in New York and headed 
at the time by Bo Hi Pak, a businessman and onetime Korean diplomat, was assigned 
to turn the founder's vision of a new and independent, and wholly secular newspaper, 
into reality in only nine months after the Star's presses fell silent. Using borrowed 
presses and staffed on the fly by a few newspaper professionals recruited by News 
World's small working group, The Washington Times began publishing five days a 
week on May 17, 1982, from a makeshift newsroom, still under construction in an old 
warehouse at 3600 New York Ave. NE. One of the last remaining veterans of the 
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beginning of the long march is Ted Agres, who is now the deputy managing editor. 
The motivations and aspirations of the men and women who invested the money to 
start up The Times were spelled out in an inaugural editorial: 
"Thev feel, in common with many other conservatives, that the left side of the debate 
has been more than adequately represented in that Washington media mix - the right 
side hardly at all. But thev are also realistic enough to know that this vitally needed 
newspaper could not survive, either, unless it were free and independent." 
Creative turmoil and a transient newsroom staff dominated by former Star hands and 
assorted colorful characters - one of whom lived in a hearse in the parking lot until 
the cops told him to move on - characterized the early years. One visitor took a look 
around the newsroom and said, not without ironic appreciation: "The Times is the 
Foreign Legion of newspapers." 
James R. Whelan, the first editor in chief, departed after two years in a dispute with 
corporate management. He was followed briefly by his No. 2, Smith Hempstone, who 
had been an editor at the Star and who would later become U.S. ambassador to 
Kenya. 
Arnaud de Borchgrave, a storied foreign correspondent and editor at Newsweek, 
arrived as editor in chief in 1985. The European-born Mr. de Borchgrave, who had 
gone to war at sea as a teen-ager at the outbreak of World War II, put The Times on 
the map with an emphasis on exclusives - especially in international news, 
intelligence affairs and foreign policy - and including his own interviews with world 
leaders. 
He relishes telling of how the late Katharine Graham, chairman of The Washington 
Post Co., approached him at a state dinner some months into his tenure. "Arnaud," 
she said, "I have to tell you, the paper is looking good - in fact, too good." 
Wes Pruden, an old-school American newspaperman and Baptist preacher's son who 
had first come up from Little Rock to work on Dow Jones' National Observer, had 
joined The Times as chief political reporter three months after the founding. He had 
covered the civil rights struggle in the South, the Vietnam War and fighting in the 
Middle East for the Observer. He took over as editor in chief in 1991, the year he won 
the H.L Mencken Prize for his wry, take-no-prisoners column, Pruden on Politics, 
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which has been a popular fixture in The Times since 1984. 
He is fond of reminding the newsroom of an ancient axiom in the trade, that "a 
newspaper editor has no friends." A good reporter follows the story, and an honest 
editor lets the chips, the embarrassment - and on occasion an indictment or a lost 
election - fall where they will. "Your ultimate responsibility," he tells editors and 
reporters, "is to your readers, not to your sources." The only way for a newspaper to 
win readers, "who are more important than prizes," he often says, is to "get it first 
and get it right." 
’A paper to reckon with' 
Some signposts along the 20-year march: 
* The initial thrust of The Times was to chronicle the twilight years of the Cold War, 
America's struggle against communism. These were the years when President 
Reagan pushed for aid to the Contra rebels in Nicaragua and the toppling of the 
Marxist Sandinista regime; aid to El Salvador while it was under siege by 
Soviet-backed leftist guerrillas; support for the Solidarity movement in Poland and 
the anti-Soviet resistance in Afghanistan; economic warfare against the Soviet Union 
and development of a space-based Strategic Defense Initiative, or "Star Wars." Mr. 
Reagan's unwavering stand on "Star Wars," - which few major newspapers besides 
The Times supported - is widely regarded now as the beginning of the end of the Cold 
War.) 
* The Times promised readers it would be "a newspaper of ideas and ideals," and the 
cultural arguments over what came to be called "traditional values" have been 
carefully and dispassionately chronicled in the pages of The Times. Five fronts 
predominated - the "culture war/' education, the sexual revolution, religion and 
social-welfare policies - as the newspaper documented and analyzed such divisive 
issues as abortion, AIDS, homosexual rights, welfare reform, drug abuse, family 
breakdown, sexual promiscuity, social engineering in the military and failed 
experiments in public education. 
* Investigative reporting by The Times on a succession of congressional scandals in 
the late 1980s and early 1990s contributed to the downfall of several powerful 
political figures, such as House Speaker Jim Wright of Texas and Rep. Dan 
Rostenkowski of Illinois, and prompted the House's severe reprimand of Rep. Barney 
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Frank for using his public office to assist the sordid business of a live-in "call boy." The 
voter backlash in 1992 against abuses of power and public trust at the House Post 
Office and House bank was fueled by numerous disclosures in The Times, producing 
a turnover of 100 seats in the House - the largest number in four decades. Two years 
later, Republicans running as reformers took over both houses of Congress. 
* The Times early on proved itself to be an equal-opportunity watchdog of the public 
trust, from George Archibald's exposes of influence peddling by Michael Deaver, once 
Ronald Reagan's top aide, to Ralph Z. Hallow's reports on the unkept promises of the 
first President Bush and onetime House Speaker Newt Gingrich. 
* The Times made its name in local coverage during the tenure of D.C. Mayor Marion 
Barry, uncovering case after case of bureaucratic bungling, cronyism, corruption and 
waste in the District's government and schools that ignited the outrage of taxpayers 
and eventually fueled congressional resolve to impose reforms on the city. 
* The Times was the first national newspaper to raise questions about Bill Clinton's 
personal misbehavior while he was still governor of Arkansas, and despite early 
criticism from other news organizations, it never let go of the unfolding story. That 
initial reporting in 1991 on long-rumored sexual dalliances made a compelling link 
between the future president's private and public behavior - the abuse of his office to 
feed illicit appetites. It proved a foretaste of the obstruction and false testimony that 
led to Mr. Clinton's impeachment by the House in 1998. 
* The Times was credited for setting the pace in investigating and detailing the 
Whitewater scandal, such as Jerry Seper's landmark exclusive in late 1993 that 
Clinton aides had removed Whitewater-related documents from the office of White 
House Deputy Counsel Vincent W. Foster Jr. the night he killed himself. Within weeks, 
the president no longer could resist Hill demands for an independent counsel to 
investigate. The twisting trail of presidential peccadillos, and worse, would lead four 
years later to an intern named Monica Lewinsky. 
* Pentagon correspondent Rowan Scarborough led coverage of the Clinton 
administration's repeated efforts to sacrificing combat readiness and morale to thp 
demands of radical feminists and homosexual activists, over the spirited protests of 
senior military officers. Military voters proved a decisive bloc in George W. Bush's 
victory over Al Gore in 2000. 
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* Bill Gertz. singled out bv military and intelligence experts as the most respected (or 
feared) national-security reporter in Washington, broke so many stories about 
threats posed bv communist nations and roaue states that officials in four 
administrations complained that he embarrassed or angered their president. His 
reporting, particularly relentless on China's arms buildup and provision of nuclear 
missile technology to Pakistan. Iran and other countries in violation of international 
agreements, led to his denunciation bv the Beiiina aovernment. 
"The Washington Times, fighting biases against both its founder and its editorial oaae. 
has quite simply become one of the most influential newspapers in the world." savs 
Francis B. Coombs Jr.. who rose from national editor to deputy managing editor in the 
1990s and was named managing editor early this year, following the distinguished 
tenures of Josette Shiner and William E. Giles. "We always set our sights on the New 
York Times and The Washington Post as our chief rivals, and we've gone a lona. long 
way in challenging them, despite disparities in budget and personnel." 
The second decade brought additions and innovations, starting with the debut in 
September 1991 of Saturday and Sunday editions that gave readers a weekend 
choice in Washington for the first time since the demise of the Star. 
Other now familiar offerings include Washington Daybook, Inside Politics and Inside 
the Ring on the national pages; the Briefing Page and Embassy Row on the foreign 
pages; Culture, et cetera, a page covering the intersection of politics with religion 
and culture; and a section called Family Times to help families meet and survive the 
latest challenges to successful parenting. 
“A growing number of fans, many of them liberals, have stumbled upon a useful little 
secret," Washington Monthly said in a 1997 cover story. "The Washington Times has 
become a must-read. Not only because it occasionally breaks a really big story, but 
because The Times now offers a daily menu of straight, ground-breaking, essential 
news, often on subjects to which other outlets give short shrift." 
As an unidentified official in the Clinton White House told the magazine: "You can't 
not read The Times if you're working in aovernment and politics in Washington. 
There's unique information that thev get that vou won't find anywhere else." 
Reported MediaWeek: "Like it or not (and many folks don't), The Washington Times, 
founded in 1982, has become a paper to reckon with. Now, on any given Sunday, 
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viewers may see Tim Russert, host of 'Meet the Press,' waving a copy of the paper as 
he fires salvos at the White House chief of staff or the Democratic leadership." 
Joseph Laitin, onetime ombudsman for The Post, memorably observed: "The 
Washington Times on the whole has better judgment of what to put on Page One than 
The Post." Another Post ombudsman, Michael Getler, wrote last fall that The Times 
"administered the water-torture treatment to The Post" with three important 
exclusives the previous week: "Every newspaper, even one as big as The Post, gets 
beat from time to time on local stories. But three pops in one week ought to flash 
yellow lights here." 
And the yellow lights keep flashing brighter. 
-Ken Mclntyre, Assiant Managing Editor 
Staff writers George Archibald and Ralph Z. Hallow contributed to this article. 
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The Washington Times 
May 24, 2002, Friday, Final Edition 
SECTION: NATION; PRUDEN ON POLITICS; Pg. A04 
LENGTH: 797 words 
HEADLINE: A birthday party frightens The Post 
BYLINE: By Wesley Pmden, THE WASHINGTON TIMES 
BODY: 
We've got newfound sympathy for Tian Tian and Mei Xiang, the new pandas at the 
National Zoo. A lot of people want to inspect us, too. Some have come from China. 
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The Times was 20 years old this week, which is 19 years and 46 weeks longer than 
some of the experts said we would survive, and we threw a party for 3,000 of our 
dearest and closest friends. The celebration seriously bugged our colleagues at The 
Washington Post. 
By all measurements, we've become one of the fastest-growing newspapers in 
America, at a time when newspaper circulation is generally declining. The circulation 
of our national edition is already considerably larger than the circulation of the 
national edition of The Post, washinqtontimes.com is one of the most popular news 
sites on the Internet, and last month, we set a record of 979 "pick-ups." or citations, 
in media around the world. Hence, the steady stream of visitors at the 20-year mark. 
The People's Daily in Behina. for example, sent a reporter to investigate what it calls, 
inaccurately, "the most obvious anti-China tabloid." The leaders of the government of 
the People's Republic of China regularly denounce us, primarily because Bill Gertz and 
Rowan Scarborough are the best in town at what thev do. regularly giving deserving 
folks in Beijing the kind of heartburn that an American from Peoria gets from 
over-indulqinQ in Szechuan chicken. 
"For some period in the past." our visitor reported in People's Daily, "there was an 
anti-China wave in the American media. There was the so-called 'China threat' theory. 
Among these organizations. The Washington Times is the most obvious. Every now 
and then, it has been making some unpleasant noises." 
The People's Daily's man, to give him his due, was perceptive, thoughtful and wise. 
"Wesley Pruden," he wrote of one interview, "looks like a scholar, genteel, cultured 
and speaks slowly. He tells me that The Times is not in charge of American diplomacy, 
because that's the government's business. He thinks China is not America's enemy 
and the newspaper is not against China, that his reporters write their articles 
according to what information they get themselves, that the reporting reflects what's 
happening within the American government and in Congress." Can't argue with any of 
that. 
The Post, curiously, wrote about us with approximately the same clumsy 
understanding of what moves most Americans. The Post man suffered severe hot 
flashes and night sweats when he heard Rev. Sun Myung Moon, the hands-off founder 
of The Times, say that he established the newspaper in 1982 "in response to heaven's 
direction." 
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Not only that, he wrote, he actually heard the Rev. say that "The Washington Times is 
responsible to let the American people know about God," and that The Times "will 
become the instrument in spreading the truth about God to the world." The Rev. later 
extended this hope to United Press International, owned by The Washington Times 
Corp., and "other major media," which are not. If he's counting on the Post - "other 
major media" - to do God's work, this strikes us as a forlorn hope, and for our part, 
we've never regarded "the truth" as the province of newspapers, which do well 
enough to uncover "the facts." But religious leaders, who are by nature more 
optimistic than newspaper editors, speak one way and newspaper editors speak 
another. If anybody at The Post ever went to church, this wouldn't have seemed scary. 
The Post account reeked of "policy story," written to company order to throw a dirty 
sock in the punch bowl at a competitor's birthday party. The only critic The Post could 
find to say naughty things was an editor sacked 18 years ago at the fervent plea of six 
senior editors and who still can't get a life. The Post, becoming a shadow of its old 
bullying self, was a lot more fun to annoy when Ben Bradlee was there to give it a 
pulse. Only girls want to fight flyweights. 
The Post affects to be concerned now that the editorial independence guaranteed to 
me as the editor in chief of this newspaper is threatened by something it calls "old 
ghosts." Not to worry. The Times will remain as secular as ever, but the newspaper will 
continue to be congenial to men and women of faith. We never mock anyone's 
religious beliefs. This seems weird to the editors at The Post, which once famously 
described Christians as "poor, uneducated and easy to command." We have never 
been asked to print a single line of type at the direction of Rev. Moon or the owners, 
and there is no prospect that we ever will. This is the independence - and the 
confidence of the owners - that Leonard Downie, the executive editor of The Post, 
would die for. The poor guy is chartreuse with envy. 
Wesley Pruden is editor in chief of The Times. 
GRAPHIC: Ben Bradlee NO CREDIT 
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Breakdown: How America's Intelligence Failures Led to September 11 
The China Threat 
Betrayal: How the Clinton Administration Undermined American Security 
Bill Gertz is an internationally recognized newspaper reporter who has specialized in 
writing major stories on a wide variety of defense, intelligence, and international 
security issues. A veteran defense writer who specializes in coming up with inside 
stories, often based on classified documents, he is widely viewed as one of the best 
reporters in his field. His sources within government are extensive. 
Bill has broken a number of stories with international implications. As former CIA 
Director R. James Woolsey put it, "When I was DCI [Director of Central Intelligence] Bill 
used to drive me crazy because I couldn't figure out where the leaks were coming from. 
Now that I've been outside for two years, I read him religiously to find out what's going 
on." Secretary of Energy Bill Richardson told the author: "We talk about your stories at 
Cabinet meetings." And White House spokesman Michael McCurry once called the 
author "a straight shooter" who has written "more interesting reporting on national 
security than anybody on the beat." Radio talk show host Rush Limbaugh also has 
described Bill as "one of the best national security reporters in the country" who has 
produced more scoops exposing the Clinton administration's foreign and defense policy 
failures than any other reporter. 
Born on Long Island in 1952, Bill is currently the defense and national security reporter 
of The Washington Times, a position he has held for the past 14 years. Abroad, Bill has 
been subjected to vitriolic verbal attacks by no less than the chief of Russian SVR 
foreign intelligence service, successor to the KGB. SVR Director Vyacheslav Trubnikov 
called him a "tool" of the CIA after he disclosed Russian spying in the Balkans. 
Communist China's Deputy Foreign Minister Li Zhoxing, now Beijing's ambassador to 
Washington, has denounced Bill for exposing China's international nuclear technology 
and missile sales. Russia's Foreign Ministry has filed at least two formal diplomatic 
protest notes to the U.S. government over Gertz stories. 
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Bill has written numerous articles for journals and magazines, including National 
Review, The Weekly Standard, and Air Force Magazine. He has lectured on defense, 
national security, and media issues at the Defense Department's National Security 
Leadership Program, Johns Hopkins University School of Advanced International 
Studies, the FBI National Academy in Quantico, Virginia, the National Defense 
University in Washington, DC, and at the CIA in Virginia. 
Source: http://www.reqnerv.com/authors/bio billaertz.html 
(Downloaded on 30.4.2006) 
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Appendix 2 
The Washington Post 
April 5, 2001 Thursday 
Final Edition 
SECTION: STYLE; Pg. COl 
LENGTH: 592 words 
HEADLINE: No Spies. No Incident. No Apology.; 
White House Tiptoes Verbally on China Affair 
BYLINE: Dana Milbank, Washington Post Staff Writer 
BODY: 
Let's make a few things perfectly clear. 
There is no U.S. Navy spy plane being held by China. There are no hostages or 
detainees. And the current episode with China is neither a crisis nor an international 
incident. Furthermore, the United States will not apologize — although it has made a 
statement of regret. 
This is the official word from U.S. government wordsmiths. As the standoff enters a 
fifth day, the Hainan Island affair has acquired a carefully calibrated lexicon designed 
to assure Americans that President Bush is in control without further inflaming the 
Chinese. 
Tuesday, Rear Adm. Craig Quigley, the Navy spokesman, said the U.S. EP-3E Aries II 
Plane that China is holding is not a "spy" Plane. It is a "reconnaissance" Plane, or a 
"surveillance" Plane, and not doing "espionage." 
"I think of 'spy' and I think of 'covert,' and I think of disguises and stealing things and 
stuff like that," Quigley said. The people on the Plane, therefore, are not "spies." 
Then, yesterday morning, White House press secretary Ari Fleischer, in a briefing, 
made some further adjustments to the language of the U.S.-China standoff. The 24 
Americans held in China are not hostages, Fleischer said, and are not even 
"detainees" — even if, as Secretary of State Colin Powell has said, they are being 
"detained." 
"The president refers to them as our servicemen and women," Fleischer said. 
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Rep. Henry Hyde, chairman of the House Committee on International Relations, saw 
it differently. "Right now, if they are being held against their will, which they are, I 
would say that they're at least internees if not hostages," he said. 
Back at the White House briefing, there was a discussion over how to describe the 
whole matter. The government has never called it a "crisis" (even if one of the cable 
news stations has), and Fleischer said he did not consider it an "international 
incident." His term of art: "accident." 
A member of the press inquired as to how, precisely, Fleischer would define an 
incident. The press secretary acknowledged that this was a good question but would 
say only that the matter, whatever it is called, is "sensitive." This suggested that we 
may indeed have an "incident" on our hands but for diplomatic reasons must not 
escalate beyond "accident." 
A reporter tried to get an "incident" definition from Richard Boucher, the State 
Department spokesman. "Those are not questions that have an easy answer," 
Boucher replied. "You can't measure them with miles or kilometers or meters or 
pounds or whatever." 
There was a follow-up: "But this seems like it's already an international incident. I'm 
trying to figure out diplomatically at which point does it become —“ 
Boucher interrupted. "I'm not going to play word games with you. It's an accident." 
The administration soon moved on to the relative merits of an "apology" and a 
statement of "regret." Powell told reporters that "we regret that the Chinese plane 
did not get down safely and we regret the loss of the life of that Chinese pilot." 
That was not an apology. "We have expressed our concern and our regrets," 
Fleischer said after Powell's statement, adding: "We do not understand any reason to 
apologize." 
Nor did he see any reason to limit his linguistic critique to the standoff with China. A 
reporter asked Fleischer about why administration appointments were "dribbling 
out" at a slow pace. "Well, I would differ with the words 'dribble out,' “ Fleischer said. 
Why quibble with dribble? "The appointments are proceeding at an increasing pace," 
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he said. 
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The Washington Times 
April 16, 2001, Monday, Final Edition 
SECTION: PART A; COMMENTARY; Pg. A15 
LENGTH: 915 words 
HEADLINE: Clash of definitions and deceptions 
BYLINE: Oliver North 
BODY: 
Before it could be determined whether they were "detainees" or "hostages," the 
"Hainan 24" came home for Easter. Their jubilant families rejoiced. The American 
people celebrated. President Bush was praised for preventing an "incident" from 
becoming a "crisis." 
In Beijing, Foreign Minister Tang Jiaxuan claimed that the downed EP-3 aircrew was 
released as a "humanitarian gesture" after the U.S. "apologized." From Paris, 
Secretary of State Colin Powell said no apologies were tendered "because we did 
nothing wrong." 
Is this a "great victory for quiet diplomacy and the Bush White House" - or a "bitter 
humiliation" for the United States? In the real world, the answer to that question 
depends less on what has happened up until now than what happens from this day 
forward in the U.S.-China relationship. Unfortunately, you wouldn't know that from 
the way our Fourth Estate has covered this episode - from the moment our damaged 
aircraft landed on Hainan Island through the return of our airmen. At best, it has 
been a case of "too little - too early." At worst, it has been a case study in media 
schizophrenia. 
The media's rush to judgment on the EP-3 matter is reminiscent of last year's 
election coverage. On Election Night, they prematurely and incorrectly awarded the 
presidency to the wrong person based on faulty and incomplete information. And for 
34 days thereafter, the "news" networks offered us live coverage of reporters on 
courthouse steps interpreting judicial decisions they hadn't yet read. 
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In the immediate aftermath of the collision in international airspace on April 1. news 
readers and copywriters insisted on describing our EP-3 surveillance aircraft as a 
"spy plane." It's not, but the term was immediately picked up bv the international 
press and Beijing's propaganda machine. Within 48 hours, the Bush administration 
was castigated for being too bellicose in demanding the return of our aircrew and 
aircraft. But bv week's end, some who bill themselves as "hawks" on Red China were 
saving President Bush had brought a "profound national humiliation" upon the United 
States bv expressing his sorrow that a communist Chinese airman had lost his life. 
Then, on April 10, the State Department released the text of a carefully crafted 
236-word letter that U.S. Ambassador Joseph Prueher had delivered to Colin Powell's 
counterpart in Beijing on April 7. That prompted talking heads and wordsmiths to 
spend hours analyzing the definition of the words "sorrow" and "regret," and pore 
over State Department and White House statements in search of hidden meanings. 
The dictionaries in network studios and newspaper newsrooms hadn't been so 
thoroughly consulted since Bill Clinton suggested alternative meanings for words like 
"is" and "sexual relations." 
By the time our airmen were headed home to a heroes' welcome on April 11, the 
Bush bashers' first assumption was that the president had "given away the farm." 
The cable-news networks scoured think-tanks and universities for "Chinese 
linguists," former diplomats, even "professors of political rhetoric" to offer "instant 
analysis," as though negotiation over the fate of Americans was a sporting event 
being described by the likes of John Madden or Dick Vitale. 
Instead of parsing the words of a diplomatic note, the media should focus on where 
we go from this point forward in the growing competition with an increasingly 
powerful adversary. Some questions that ought to be asked: 
How long before we resume surveillance flights off the coast of China, and what 
happens if Beijing refuses to return our damaged EP-3 - both issues on the agenda 
for the meeting with Chinese officials on April 18? 
What is the administration's response to California Republican Rep. Duncan Hunter's 
resolution to terminate Permanent Normal Trade Relations with communist China? 
He says "every American . . . should ask themselves if it is in our national interest for 
the U.S. to pay for the military of a nation that conducts itself in a less than friendly 
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m3n 门 cr." 
How do we encourage our Asian allies in the aftermath of this incident? While we 
were negotiating the release of our aircrew, the Japanese government of Yoshiro Mori 
rebuffed Beijing's efforts to ban further surveillance flights from U.S. bases on 
Okinawa and instead attached heavy tariffs to Chinese agricultural commodities 
because Beijing has been dumping these products in Japan. 
What's the Bush administration's response to Taiwan's request to purchase four 
Aegis-class destroyers and advanced capability Patriot missile defense systems? 
Does the administration support a growing citizen movement to boycott consumer 
products made in communist China? 
What will we say when the International Olympic Committee (IOC) meets in Moscow 
on July 13 to decide whether Beijing, Istanbul, Osaka, Paris or Toronto is the venue 
for the 2008 summer Olympics? Can we support the IOC repeating the mistake of 
1936, when Adolf Hitler used the Olympics as a propaganda bonanza? 
What are we doing to win the release of the 21 other U.S. citizens currently detained 
by Beijing. 
The ranting of a pony-tailed political science professor spewing screeds from the 
People's Liberation Daily may seem like "good TV" to some network execs, but unless 
broadcast reporters start asking questions like the ones above, the term "network 
news" may soon be defined in the dictionary as "oxymoron." 
Oliver North is a nationally syndicated columnist. 
GRAPHIC: Cartoon, BEIJING OLYMPICS, By Mike Shelton/The Orange County 
Register (2001) 
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A Translation of Ruan Guoqin's Letter to U.S. President George W. Bush 
Dear President Bush, 
r m an ordinary Chinese woman writing you this letter in tears on my sickbed. On April 1, the 
fighter jet my husband was piloting was Missing Chinese Pilot's Wife Ruan Guoqin Writes to 
Bush rammed by a spy plane of your country, and plunged into the sea. My husband has been 
missing ever since he parachuted into the sea. The news struck me like a bolt from the blue, 
and I could not believe it. Five days have passed, and I have been suffering every second from 
the waiting, and every moment has been as long as a century. The cruel blow came all of a 
sudden, and it wrecked my body and mind, which resulted in my hospitalization. My parents in 
law call me again and again, asking whether their only son has come back safely. Our 
6-year-old son has kept asking ’ “ When my Daddy will come home?" My heart is aching, and 
I can tell them nothing. I pray and call out time and again hoping in tears that there will be a 
miracle. 
Who has no parents and wife and children in this world? I learned that you and your 
government are very much concerned about the 24 officers and men on your spy plane, and I 
know that their parents, wives, husbands and children are also looking forward to the return of 
their loved ones. I can understand this, but I can not figure out why you sent them to spy along 
China's coast from such a great distance, and why they rammed my husband's plane. You and 
the American people know that your 24 crew members are being properly looked after and that 
they are in good health. Their family members and American people do not have to worry 
about them at all. But what is incredible is your and your government's apathetic attitude 
towards my husband' s life. My husband, as a Chinese service man, was carrying out his 
bounden duty within the along China's coast. So far, my husband has not been rescued. But in 
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this serious matter with irrefutable facts and the responsibility completely resting on the U.S. 
side, you are too cowardly to voice an “ apology" and have been trying to shirk your 
responsibility repeatedly and defame my husband groundlessly. Can this be the human rights 
and humanism that you have been talking about every day? If so, can there be any justice in 
this world? 
Mr. President, I have heard that you grew up in a family filled with love,and that you value 
your family and care for all its members. If this is true, I think you must understand what it 
means when an old couple loses their only son, when a tender child loses his dear father and 
when a young wife loses her husband. Is such a disaster really falling on my family? I hate to 
think about it. Nor dare I. Wang Wei is everything in my life. His parents cannot afford the loss 
of their son; our young son, his father; and I，my husband. But where is he? As I write to you, I 
cannot hold back the tears that are blurring my eyes. I grieve for the loss of my beloved 
husband. I lament the loss of humanity in some people. Give me a reason! Bring back my 
husband! 
What the Chinese people desire most is peace. As the wife of a serviceman,! hope, more than 
anybody else, that everyone will cherish peace and life,that everyone will offer love to others 
so that the misery of war, parents' loss of their children, wives' loss of their husbands and sons' 
loss of their fathers will not recur in the new century. 
In conclusion, please accept my best wishes for your family. 
Wang Wei's Wife: Ruan Guoqin 
April 6th 2001 
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